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{vfn «raT5nT ^ m) «TOr ^nc^tr ^ T^T^TErf ?iTt sn? ^ftfafferq; »% sstKrtTBRrr- 

Statutory Orders and Notifications issued by the Ministries of the Government of India fother than 

the Ministry of Defence) 


ferer rf^T^nr 

^ 19 sf^sTgrr, 1987 

srr^ 

aw. 30 70' :—WKffiw arfsrftww, 

1899 ( 1899 ^2) #mTT 9^^‘TSrm (l)^ 

(^) fRT 5RW 5tfeETf ^ SWft’T ftf 

tr^'^iKT ww ^ wrqf: I ^ 

SKT f^(T ^1% 

wi% wn: «r#w wra % 

“^” sT'^ ^ snTfwer 

cs c 

ar'sn'dd % ^ ^ aifTO^ fftd! % 

% ww'Twf qT ^ srfsrfqqq % 3r??rqar qwrq 11 

[w. 42/87—?JTTq—33/29/87-ff.qr 

MINISTRY OF FINANCE 
(Department of Revenue) 

New Dtlhi, the 19th October. 1987 
ORI^R 
STAMPS 

S.O. 3070.—^In exercise of the powers conferred by clause 
(a) of sub-section (1) of section 9 of the Indian Stamp Act, 

87/1443 GI—1 (3871) 


.1899 (2 of 1899),-the Central Oovernment hereby remits 
the duty with which the bonds in the nature of Promissory 
Notes described as ‘B’ Series secured redeemable non-conver¬ 
tible bonds of the value of rupees three hundred and four 
crores and thirty two lakhs only to be issued by the Indian 
Telephone Industries Limited, Bangalore are chargeable under 
the said Act. 

[No. 42i87-Stamps-F. No. 33i29l87-ST] 

df 20 3FF^, 1987 

3W^ 

?HTPq 

dW. aw. 3071 WRdtw 
1899 ( 1899 dW2) ^STTW 9^ tjqsnrr (l)% 
^ {w) §TW STdrW wfdTTf >WWir>T ftr, 

BTdiR rr?r?gTW ftJfW fwPTJ?, di^dlfW 

^ WTW qwfWT fWTT tT^ W> W?WS 

qwTw q% % ^ w5r%fr TCTpq # ar^rqtfV 

<0 

^ qff wdrwfa' %dt I 'aft wdw ^prdt 5TW >r^ 
'jw^ WT^' wiw qas^ did? fewws wr^ wqrwV 
f'sriT % affqra- w?q % 13. 5% atrrfwq fqq>5q 
wrqffqdaftq qrq-q^ qT ^pq w?di % dincw wrt# 

[w. 40/87—dwrq—^qq. W. 33/56/87—^fq. d?.] 
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New Delhi, the 20th October, 1987 
ORDER 
STAMPS 


ORDER 

STAMPS 


S.O. 3071.—In exercise of the power* conferred by cIau*o 
(b) of sub-section (1) of section 9 of the Indian Stamp 
Act, 1899 (2 of 1899), the Central Government hereby 
permits the East India Hotels-Limited, Calcutta to pay con¬ 
solidated stamp duty of rupees eleven lakhs, seventy-svc 
thousand one hundred and sixty seven and paise fifty only 
chargeable on account of the stamp duty on 13.5 per cent 
secured Redeemable Convertible Debentures of the face value 
of rupees fifteen crores, sixty-six lakhs and eighty nine thou¬ 
sand to be issued by the said company. 

[No. 40|87-Stamps-F. No. 33l46|87-ST) 

'FI. m. 3072 ;—pitpt 

1899 ( 1899 2 ) 9^^^75177 (l)^ 

^ (^) arm urfTTtfi P t sHii 

^173577: t^^jm ’rfrtrrii "fnicft t ^ft 

sm rthtt 

%TTeiT % "11 srf^iiRr frl^iTiT to- 

<iw 2002” ( 477t’^'T) % miitjfcerftrT srrfjTfrft 

^ #Sr-Tcff qT; 

3ifkf^ iTfiTif I I 

[¥. 44/87—mrq—EFr. ^i. 33/43/87-f>r. v.] 

ORDER 

STAMPS 

S.O. 3072.—In exercise of the powers conferred by clause 
(a) of «ub- 8 ection (I) of section 9 of the Indian Stamp Act, 
1899 (2 of 1899), the Central Government hereby remits 
the duty with which the bonds in the nature of Promissory 
Notes described as “11 per cent Tamilnadu Electricity 
Board loan 2002” f47th loan) of the value of rupees thirty 
nine croses and fifty lakhs only to be Issued by Tamilnadu 
Electricity Board, arc chargeable under the said Act. 

[No. 44|87-Stamps-F. No. 33|43,87-ST] 
tn^TI 
ECTR 

TT. m. 3073.—Tqmftq- ^rffffTqTT 1899 

( 1899!PT 2) iftOTTT 9 qft ^77^77 (l) % ^ 

(^) arm iirfddcfi snitii jijr 

^ ?rrar ^rrn: ^rni ^ft ^wcfhr 

% tar^T tciJ-H ifjpq? qft aramtf) 

'Ft sr^FT qmfl' ^ tsff 5777 

(suTt ftpc^ tsn^ ^WI3 qi qrTTi Hita fflTi 53177 

3175 ift VET 317'^ 3lf%rr % 15 ItfovrcT Ml <n!ld 

wet'tRq^ifl'il ^®1 q^ q7 ^ qnTT 

RTTRf t I 

[#. 4l/8 7-?5Tfq-qq?f33/47/87-firo qjo] 


S.O. 3073.—^In exercise of the power* conferred by claum 
(b) of sub-section (1) of section 9 of the Indian Stamp Act, 
1899 (2 of 1899), the Central Government hereby permits 
Guest Keen Williams, Limited, Calcutta to pay consolidated 
•tamp duty of rupees six lakhs seventy thousand and seven 
hundred and thirty one only, chargeable on account of the 
stamp duty on 15 per cent secured Non Convertible Deben¬ 
tures of the face value of rupees eight crores, ninety four 
lakhs, thirty thousand and eight hundred only to be issued 
by the said company, 

[No. 41|87-Stamp8-F. No. 33|47l87-ST] 

Tdll^q 

"FT. 3TT. 3074 •— MTTsftq 751^7 SirElRRTT, 
1899 ( 1899 IT 2) qfV Mm 4 qft ^TMITl (l) 

^ 5pr (g-) 9771 irm ^ifwff jtt 

lT7qJT7 t^TTSTTT ndP+f^T, q)<14iVil 

*Pt q?35 iTEJ hqq % tjn B^rfqqr ejtpt 

qr7% qft smq qmfV 3fr 

qiPEft sm mfr f%iT 

Tfq^ ^ arfra tJEM lO’ ^ MWr 1 % 20,00,000 
fiqi % 15 qraTici M’firq'FTq'fffftq' ^'qq^F qr etipt 
T ijTqi % qmi stmeF 

[ETW 43/87---E3Tcq-qq. Ef. 33/42/87—1^1. qi.] 


ORDER 

STAMPS 

S.O. 3074.—In exercise of the power* conferred by clause 
(b) of sub-section (1) of section 9 of the Indian Stamp Act, 
1899 (2 of 1899), the Clmtral Government hereby permits 
the Hindustan Cables l.imited, Calcutta to pay consolidated 
stamp duty of rupees fifteen lakhs only, chargeable on 
account of the stamp duty on 15 per cent Non-convertible 
debentures bearing serial Numbers 1 to 20,00,000 of the 
face value of rupees twenty crores only to be issued by the 
said company. 

[No. 43|87-Stampv-E. No. 33|42|87.OT[ 
filEEft, 21 MT^E, 1987 
Mi^qr 

E3TPT 

qq. Ml. 3075.—MTTEftq ECTfq M f sr fddH , 1899 
( 1899 qq 2) ^ Mm 9 qfV tjquTTT (l) % rjnr 

(’m) im MwqifqM^ qq MMtq qTEffiiT %7^^f7;ipr?: 

f^Tl^R qrErqTTiT qit 
ffEr (Try hqq % tJET tt+iPud Edit-q pjEqr qft MqpFfy 
qfT^ q?! m-jbRt qmff 3f) qrpFfl' am 

3TTf[ f%tT 3ri^ ^ ^ 



2 




tinirw 7 , 1987 /tiRpp 16,1909 


^ 14 5rRr?ra‘ atrr«fvT»Tcr OTf^cT 'seur-T^'t 

qr ?JTTq ?j?qr % qnr'T srffr^ 11 

[^. 45/87—?CTtq—q;r. ?f. 33/49/87—^fw.«F.] 

New Delhi, the 21st October, 1987 
ORDER 


2. 'S^TRK 


3. SldH>r? 


2. ft-.^r.arr. (qi. 
f^. ) 

3. arFTqfT drftj^i'rd 
(?fr.^ft.), 5^nji- 
aiK ^ Jr <%. 


STAMPS 

S.O, 3075.—In exercise of the power* conferred by clause 
(b) of sub-section (1) of section 9 of the Indian Stamp Act, 
1899 (2 of 1899), the Central Government hereby permits 
Indian Alummium Company, limited, Calcutta to pay con¬ 
solidated stamp duty of rupees three lakhs only, chargeable 
on account of the stamp duty of 14 per cent Privately placed 
mortgaged debentures of the face value of rupees four crorci 
only to be issued by the said company. 

B. R. MEHMI, Under Secy. 

[No. 45|87-Stampa-F. No. 33l49|87-STi 

Jim qri: 

^ 27 31^^, 1987 

3IT1FPT 

qr.an. 3076.—anwrarftrPm, i96i (i96i 
TT 43) qft am i2i»f "ift ^am {1) im 
gi Pfdif t «PT ipfFr TOT gtt 3 iV^ 5 #wcff qrrft qft »rf 
?r»ft airatj^-ddiaff 'FT arfavfwT fir, JITTO 

VK ?5TT t ^ ^ 

% WT ( 1 ) ^ arfwTT w?r 

an^ (sriW) (2) afk (3) 5 T??r^ 

uRtfed Tff Jr simr qfctriT^Tf, ^ 

3 fN:M Jf 3 imiT srw aif^ in wiN«h< Jrfraffc^ 
^ Jr ami qrpJ 'F^'t str- 

qrr tHrardti T, i96i 'ift' am 246 ^ am ( 2 ) 

% ^ ('f) Jr (^r), fiTqtft (^) stRt'fc aiPaPma, 
1964(1964 ^7) am 11 ^^ am ( 1 ) 
aar sarir arfai^aa, 1974 (1974 'ft 45) 

^ am 15 ^ aaam ( 1 ) Jf ftiaT 

trfr sTi^ Jr 5 ^ t «rk ^ ar 

BqPkia f tifV «Jf®nf 1 r qft araa »fr "ff} 
faa% fart ^ ^ arnnn: aifafJraa, i96i 'ift am 
24& ^ aa am ( 2 ) ispa ( 1 ) % Tqa^ % 
sr^aiT ftai $ ai aftrtsa Jr fJr^ 1 1 


arfaaar-eSa 

aaTSTara 

•FiaJaa 

ana'FTar^/ 
qRa^da afk 
f^ 

fa.a. airqwf 

Jr Jisr 

1 

2 

3 

1 . anaarran^w 
(atfra), 
Taapaia 

farafaf^ ^aiaf 
Jf fjaa aiff ari/ 
aftaa^: 

1 . ^ai^raia 

1 . fafWta^iav 

fiiT^ad, will'll i<{ 1 


a.an. (TfV.) 

q moi^ I 

4. gaara^T 4. fJRfjrJrarmFT 

srfaqnftaf Jr 
Jr fa.a. srrtFFT 
ari^, amoRfVi 

5. qiJr^ 

6. fJnrfjT 

7. %afta qfumr 
W^Hia I 

2- 3)1*1'PC 3)T^i(id fat^afaf^a fa.a.3a., amarff 
(3itf)TT), aqrafJrUaa (fJratfjr Jr fJaa 

araaati a*franf/ anaarr arfaanfuif 

afrattia: qrtBfaqrr) 

1 . rnmafr 

2 . 2 . fa.a. ar^aa 
(* 11 . faafua) 
aroDafti 

3 . aF 5 fr 5 T 3. fa.a.sa^ 

(af.) ai' <ium1 
(sawT sTfaqrrJf) 
(Tff.lff.), 
wigiara Tf 

4. afaar 

5. afa^T 

6. %afra qfuRa, 
amarff I 

aijf qfit saa^T qfrauaa, ar* wai faar araar 
aaaa aia la srf^faar am ^ afa^ar 
Jr ftaft 3aa afIPFTT ^ Jf aa r F<a fatrr aar 
afi aa anaarc qfurqra, aii Barai faar aaai 
aa% fJiat aia Jf fanr ai? f^fuar ^ afw ar^ 
sfiR ifa srfa^^aar >Ff arJf^ Jr ac^aa 

Jr aa snarpT 3rr^ Jr aasr firamEffa a#f 
et'fl^f, faa^ arftrqar ^ Jf snaarr afraitra, ariJ 
sraai ^rai 3iaar aaaa 'Fff ara ararfra fjrar aar 
w afir^faai % aFjr qfr artf^ Jr arTgaar 
5f5T ^ aa anaarr «Ft sraTca *Fr antaT sffT: 
aaJr am fdHdit 'aat'ff ftraJr arfa-arr Jf aaa 
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SiqSfT ^ ■‘THT 

if^E aiftf^p^TT 15-4-1987 ^ HT^^PfTI 

[?i. 7258 (qiT.?i'. 26l/lO/87-3TT.^.!W)] 

(5^.) 

iRW qn: ^ I 

CENTRAL BOARD OF DIRECT TAXES 
New Delhi, the 27th April, 1987 
(INCOME TAX) 

S.O, 3076.—In exercise of the powers conferred by sub¬ 
section tl) of Section 121A of the Income-tax Act, 1961 
(43 of 1961) and in supersession of all notifications issued 
earlier, the Central Board of Direct Taxes hereby directs 
that the Commissioner of Income-tax (Appeals) of the 
charges specified in column No. (1) of the Schedule below, 
shall perform their functions in respect of such persons 
assessed to Income-tax or Sur-tax or Interest Tax in the 
Income-tax Wards, Circles, Districts and Ranges specified 
in the corresponding entries in column (2) and (3) thereof as 
are aggrieved by any of the orders mentioned in clauses (a) 
to (h) of sub-section (2) of Section 246 of the Income-tax 
Act, 1961 in sub-section (2) of Section 11 of Companies 
(profit) Sur-tax Act, 1964 (7 of 1964) and iu sub-section (1) 
of Section 15 of the Interest Tax Act, 1974 (45 of 1974) 
and also in respect of such persons or classes of persons as 
the Board has directed or may direct in future in, accordance 
with the provisions of clause (i) of shb-section (2) of Sec¬ 
tion 246 of the Income-tax Act, 1961. 


SCHEDULE 


Charges iwith Income-tax Wards/ 

Headquarters Circles & Districts _ 

Ranges of I. A. Coni' 

1 2 

3 

1, Commissioner ' All Watds/Circles 

1. Inspecting Asstt. 

of Income-tax, situated at ; 

Commissioner, 

(Appeals), 1, Allahabad. 

Allahabad, 

Allahabad. 2. Faizabad. 

2, Inspecting Asstt. 
Commissioner 
(Asstt,), 
Allahabad. 

3. Pratapgarh 

3, Inspectinp Asstt. 
Commissioner 
(C) Varanasi in 
respect of 

ITO (CC), 
Allahabad. 

4. Sultanpur 

5. Fatehpur. 

6 . Mirzapur. 

7. CenfrabCircle, 
Allahabad. 

4. Inspecting Asstt. 
Commissioner 
of Income-tax, 
Varanasi in 
respect of 
rrOs stationed 
at Mirzapur. 

2. Commissioner All Wards/Crrclcs 

1. lACi Varanasi 

of Income-tax, Situated at ; 

excluding ITOS 

(Appeals), 1. Varanasi 

stationed'at ’ 

Varanasi. 

-Mirzapur. 

2, Bhadohi 

2.-IAC(Asstt.) 

Varanasi. 

3. Ghazipuf 

3. (IACQ, 

4. Ballia. 

5. Jaunpur, 

6 . Central Circle, 
Varanasi. 

Varanasi 

excluding 

iTO fc;c.) 
Allahabad. 


Whereas an Income-tax Circle, Ward or District or Part 
thereof stands transferred by this notification from ooq 
charge to another charge, appeals arising out of the assess¬ 
ments made in that Income-tax Circle, Ward or part thereof 
Or District and pending immediately before the date of this 
notiflcatibn before ibe Commissioner of income-tax of the 
charge from whom the Income-tax Circle, Ward or District 
or part the’eof is transferred shall from the dale this noti¬ 
fication takes effect be transferred and dealt wllfv by the 
Commissioner of Incorr.ii-tax of the Charge to whom the 
said Circle, Ward or District or Part thereof is transferred. 

This Nolification shall take effect from 15-4-1987. 

[No. 7258 (F. No. 261|10|87-1TJ)) 
K. P. GANGULI. OSD(J) Central Board of Direct Taxes 


f^sTTf) 

29 1987 

ffT.afr. 307 7.—IlrtVr ^41 arfstfr-ffif, 
1976 (1976 ^7 21) IHTT 11 OTEim ( 2) 
STCT JTTtT qr JEIFt ^ 

^ UTO 11 qft 

(i) % % 

SIEiTSiT % ^ if qft ffVr ^ 3TTf«T 

30-4-87 47) fTRTRr ^ 1-5-87 ^ 

30-7-87 ^ 31^ % ^ ^ 

ffT 5 T; 3rW6T qiTcff | I 

[?mr CrtR 2-21/87-3ITT aTTT ?fr] 

(Depuiment of Economic Affain) 

(BattKiijt Divisijn) 

New Delhi, the 29th September, 1987 

S.O. 3077.—In exercise of the powers conferred by sub¬ 
section (2) of Section 11 of the Regional Rural Banks Act, 
1976 (21 of 1976), the Central Government hereby reappoints 
Shri A K. Srivastava whose earlier tenure of three years 
appointment under sub-section (1) of section 11 had expired 
on 30-4-87 as the Chairman of Devi Patan Kshetriya Gramin 
Bank, Gonda for a further period commencing from 1-5-87 
and ending with 30-7-87. 

[No. F. 2-21)87-RRB] 

411.311. 30 78>—imfrof arfir f ff t ET, 
1976 ( 1976 49- 2l) 4?) OTU 11 4?) laTTErTTT ( l) 
STO RfffT iirf^tfr 411 snfTff 

?ft rV . %. 4lt rrTTT RTift>JT 

#41, fffyr 4ir ^etreff, fiT^4?r 4r?:cfr | mr 31-7-37 % 

RTtPff 31-7-90 4T> gTHCff 5!% RTvfT ar^Ef 4?) 

314f«r ^ ^4 if fffSlFTff 41T^ | ?kPT 

«flr arpw % iFT it 4ir4 4il:it i ' 

Trw>. 2-2i/87-3rn: anr >^V],_ 

S.O. 3078.—In exercise bf the powers conferred by sub¬ 
section (1) of Section 1] of the Regional Rur^ Banks Act, 
1976 121 of 1976), the Central Government hereby appoints 
■Shri V IC-Gupta-as the Chairman of the Devi Patan Kshet- 
■iya .Gramin Bank, Gonda and specifies the period com¬ 
mencing on the 3N7-87 and endlg with, the 31-7-90 n« th* 
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period for which the said Shri Gupta shall hold office as 
Chairman. 

[No. F. 2-21/87-RRB] 

^.3fT. 3079.—imfon' % arf^r^FTTr 

1976 ( 1976 'ffi 21 ) EfTTT 11 ^ UWTU 

( 2 ) 3T7T KlPtOiili "ffi SnftiT 

gxw; irekfw tJRT 11 

^'i'Erm (1) % HTTOTrei ^rnft'n’ 

f^er % 3TEii{fr % ^ Jr 'ft 

nfr 'T^^srarftr 31 - 8-87 ^ 1 - 9-87 

Jr STKWT ^riR 28-2-88 ^ ^TTP^ 3^% 

% fJn? ^ ^'p w 5?r: aiEW f^'Tcr 1 1 

[?raiTT irqi. 2-32/87-3rTT 3fTR ^l"] 

S.O. 3079,—In exercise of the powers conferred by sub¬ 
section (2) of Section 11 of the Regional Rural Banlu Act, 
1976 (21 of 1976), the Central Government hereby reappoints 
Shri B. S. Vadodaria whose earlier tenure of three years 
appointment under sub-section (1) of section 11 had 
expired on 31-8-87 as the Chairman of Sabarkantha Gandhi¬ 
nagar Gramin Bank, Himatnagar for a further period cotn- 
mencing from 1-9-87 and ending with 28-2-1988. 

[No. F. 2-32/87-RRB] 

^.3rT, 3080.—srr^ftr^ irriftiir I-'t arfqlwT 
1976 ( 1976 *61 2l) ^ IJR! 11 ^ WKf ( 2 ) 
ffTTT *61 WtP ipTcT JTT ^R?PR 

sn^ snrr ii ^ (i) 

% ^r^JTTfir itTTiH #!f, ftrir>iT % ansirsfT ^ tft 
Jr fJr^fw ^ cfl7T sFTfsr 30 - 9-87 vt 

^ I, 1-10-87 ^ STTRIT 30-4-88 

^tJr sr^rfH’ % 'iw tpr jff: 

aitiBSr "TRlft I I 

[?fw 2-46/87-3rn: ®m: tft] 
^'ifirT’i', etqs, 

S.O. 3080.—In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-% 
section (2) of Section 11 of the Regional Rural Banks Act, 
1976 (21 of 1976), the Central Government hcicby reappoints 
Shri K, M. Prabhu whose earlier tenure of three years ap¬ 
pointment under sub-section (1) of section 11 had expired 
on 30-9-87 as the Chairman of Sahyadri Gramin Bank, 
Shimoga for a further period commencing from 1-10-87 
and ending with 30-4-88. 

[No. F. 2-46|87-RRBJ 
P. K: TEJYAN, Under Secy. 

Bffrofl', 16 Ji^jsrr, 1987 

^.srr. 3081.-^4lp«MTt r^irHhBd arf^rpFTiT 1949 
( 1949 T lo) ii?t srm 53 5TO ST^ iP pMijl' tpr 
WtB «RB gir BTTpTT, BKO^if ftsf# ti5t 

I^RJlfUir TC tr^^BKr B? BRffV I 1% 

arfafBBTT trft etttt 19 t avti r u ( 2 ) ^ BBafir 

31 ftBTBT, 1990 BT STTl) 

«PBr«rmT 'R bb" ^fVirr cr»P frnj; ^ ;pp 


% IFT if BBiB' B^B' 

frirrtB Bi. (srr.) f.T. BTBPBr Bif frBi: wcfr b 

t I 

[B, 15/9/8 4-fr.3fl. 3 ] 

New Delhi, iho 16th October, 1987 

S.O. 3081.—In exercise of the powers conferred by section 
53 of the Banking Regulation Act. 1949 (10 of 1949) the 
Central Government, or the recommendation of tiie Reserve 
Bank of India, hereby declares tliat the provisions of sub¬ 
section (2) of sec I ion 19 of the said Act shall not apply to 
the United Bank of India, Calcutta, for a period upto the 
31st December, 1990 in so far as they relate to its holding 
of the shares in Bengal Tools ami Engineering Co. (P) Ltd,, 
Calcutta ns pledgee. 

[No. 15l9j84-B,0. UI] 

BTT.aTT. 3082-—t'^T^TT^V fTrBBBB srfBpTBB, 1949 
( 1949 Tf lo) ^ ETRT 53 aRT IRB BTT 

BBtB BTBiR, BlTirffB fCB# Bff 

ffTBriTB BT BRfft t 

STfaflBB BRT 19 BTBRl ( 2 ) % BRET 
2 1989 341 '^'41 3(141 ^SBT, BWff BT 

BB' BVBT 341 BTB 3^ ^IfT BfT 341 ^343 B33 tjB'(f 
4itf?i^T fB?B 4HBift f3., 3^3? 4ft 33 'jisft 4ft 30 
Jrf333 Jr 3fftT41 4ft 3TrT3r JT | 1 

[B. 15/l8/8 4-ft.3fr.-3] 
BTBBIB, 3T«R Bf33 

S.O. 3082.—^In exercise of the powers conferred by section 
53 of the Banking Regulation Act, 1949 (10 of 1949), the 
Central Government, on tits recommendation of the Reserve 
Bank of ladui, hereby declares that tne provisions ot sub¬ 
section (2) of section 19 of the said Act, shall not apply to 
the Central Bank of India, Bombay for a period upto 2 
July 1989 in respect of its holding of shares in excess of 
30 per cent of the paid up capital of Mis Kohinoor Mills 
Company Ltd,, Bombay. 

[No, 15/18/84-B.O. HI] 
PRAN NATH, Under Secy 

Bffc^ft, 214(4^3T, 1987 

43. WT. 30 83.—^t4143Jt fBpBBBB 5rr3r33B 

1949 (1949 43 10 ) 4 ft 3RI 56 % BIB Bfe3 

BRT 53 JRT JRrTlirf^Bf 43 33t3 4R^ %BftB 
BWR , BRfftB for# 341 4ft fJcffilTW BT t[33aRT 3? 
BtBBT 4R3t | f41 343 ^r^fBBB 4ft BTU 11 Vt 
BBBRT ( 1) % BB31B 4ft-4rpRfe3 

341 %., BfBBlf^, BfWB BBTB BT W ^ 

TT3PT3 Jr 343^(3 ^ 4ft 3rft^ Jf 31 fBBJBT, 
1988 347 BF]; I 

[b. t[Bi 8-l/87-ri. 4ft] 

Now Delhi, the 2lat October, 1987 

S.O. 3083.—^In exercise of powers conferred by section 
53 read with Section 56 of the Banking Regulation Act, 1949 
(10 of 1949). the CJentral Government on tlie recommendation 
of the Reserve. Bank of India declares that the provisions of 
sub-section (1) of section 11 of the said Act shall not apply 



3876 THE GAZETTE OF INEaA : NOVEMBER 7. 1987/KARTTKA 16, 1909 


to the Jalpaigvtri, Central Cooperative Bank Ltd., Jalpaiguri, 
West Bengal, from the date of publication of this notification 
in the official Gazette to 31 December, 1988. 

[F.No. 8-1/87-AC] 

*PT. WT. 3084 .—1949 
( 1949 ^ 10 ) "Ift ETKT 56 % ^TT^T qfSfT Sim 53 3TV 

STTrT iflfTcnit ^ VTRrft^ 

^ ftr'WfeT TK, tlrTTSTO if? 

t ^ sifiifTqT snrr 11 ^ ( 1 } 

% ij'T^sr srt^ftfar tfil-?TrT?;fe^ #i^r fw., 

TT Si^T klfg^^iirrr % if ^ rnftu 

% 30 5jrf, 1988 rFF ^ I 

[<Tli ?f. 8-1 /87 II. ^ft.] 

S.O, 3084.—^In exercise of the powers confeiTed by Section 
53 read with Section 56 of the Banking Regulation Act, 
1949 (10 of 19^9), the Central GoverniDiiit on the recom¬ 
mendation of the Reserve Bank of India, hereby declare* 
that the _provisions of sub-section (1) of Section ll of the 
said Act shall not apply to the progressive Co-operative Bank 
Ltd., Bombay for the period from the date of publication of 
this notification in the Gazette of India to 30 June, 1988. 

[No. F. S-1/87-ACI 

JFT. iRT. 3085.—I'sfTsfTRt irfETf^iT, 

1949 (1949 'FT 10 ) 'i?t tTTTT 56 % TTT^T Tfer 

OT7T 53 9TT J^TT 'FT Rift'T 'F# HI 

B<'FK, 'HI<1^14 'jft fwlrwr TT 

tiaijjRT 4^ tftwr TiTtfr I ftr gR wfarfB^ ^ 

trTKT 11 4ff iTTErTTT (1) % IT^T 

44 : , TT ??T 'PTfsi^'^Tr % TPST'ES' ^ 

RTTfUTiT ^ cTTftU ^30 1990 3414^ W^fn 

% (vil TPJ "T^ ^ir*t I 

[in. If, 8-1/87 1 iff.] 

S.O. 3085.—In exercise of the powers conferred by Section 
53 read with Section 56 of the Banking Regulation Act, 
1949 (10 of 1949), the Central Governrricnt on recom¬ 
mendation of the Reserve Bank of India, hereby declares 
that the provision* of Sub-section (1) of Section 11 of the 
said Act shall not apply to Urban Co-operative Bank Ltd., 
Dehradun for the period from the date of publication of 
this notification in the Gazette of India to 30 June, 1990. 

[No. F. 8-1/.87-AC1 
4$ ^?lff, 23 1987 

«FT.SIT. 3086.— ■^ 'F 'F t O - r4Pl 4 l R 1949 

( 1949 >FT 10 ) ^ TTUT 56 ^ ITFT 'TfScT RTO 
5 3 gnr rtct infRift 4 tt 5T4f4 in^TK, 

WTT^ ^ flTTTfOT 41 : IdyKI 4? ^ffT^ 

iFiiff t 3rfkf444 aro 11 '^f imiTr 

( 1 ) ^ 414514 ^?T4IT 'Ff-3n4^ 44^fcT, 4^1 

4^ W 3Tfa^f44T % TTSTTS' Jf 5T^rr?T4 
^ nrff^r % 30 1988 44 : 4ft 3T4f4 ^ 

HFj; 4^ I 

[it;, if. 8/ 1 / 8 7-1.iff.] 

% .<ft. 4 1 ^44 , 8m irf^ 


[Part II^ec. 3(u)] 

New Delhi, the 23rd October, 1987 

S.O, 3086.—^In exercise of the powers conferred by Section 
53 read with Section 56 of the Banking Regulation Act, 
1949 (10 of 1949), the Central Government on the recom¬ 
mendation of the Reserve Bank of India, hereby declares 
that the provisions of sub-section (1) of Action 11 of the 
»aid Act shall not apply to the National Co-operotivo Bank 
Ltd., Bombay for the period from the date of publication of 
this notification in the Gazette of India to 30tb June, 1988. 

[F, No. 8-1/87-AC] 

K. P. PANDIAN, Under Secy. 

4f 21!fT^, 1987 

T4.<TT,3087.—Tr44T4T f44JTTT5ff, 1976 %f444 
10 ( 4 ) % W?cnt4 '4TIdf4 4141741 ^tRT r444 4ft 
4^441 Tnrft ft aftfliudei ^Wt^ 4f, ft". % 
ftRftrfer wift4 444^44 4^ ^ '4r*Tg;r44 I I 

(1) WIT 'fttTtt, ^infraT4 
( 2) 471^ TTTtinT, 4TT4lft 

(3) 4^*514^14-2,444^ 

(4) WvT 444 t 44 - 3 , 4445T 

{ 5) WvT 444^14, ins 
( 6) 444^114-1 

(7) WIT 444fU4, ?fWi: 

( 8) WIT 444tH4-I, inW 
(9) WH 444tlT4-II, «rr4IT 
tT4 Ti T W m f444TBnft, 1976 % f444 8 ( 4) 

% snjTTir4 if fwfirftra'f444f 4ft ftnr ?f 

irW44#1^4r if f=F4r URT 1, f4f!Trw 

44 f4R4 f44TT 44T %: 

1 444fif4 3fR; ftRRf ^ ftmr (fftsir) 

2. =^ 4 ; 

3 IPfft in? %^?rR 4T'347: 

4. % MI ^44 ’R 

5. ?ff5T<t liftim 

6. ?TR:444tir4f/r44T7ff 441 ai?! 4^ 414 4T^ 

Rtft WT % ^4t f444V 4FT4T 44 

[if. 13011/6/87—f?. 4;r, V.)] 

New Delhi, the 21st October, 1987 

S.O. 3087.—The following Divional Offices of the Ori- 
entd Insurance Co. Ltd. an associate company of General 
Insurance Corporation of India have already been notified 
under Rule 10(4) of the Ofilcial Langauge'Rule, 1976 :— 

(1) Divisional Office, Allahabad; 

(2) Divisional Office, Varanasi; 

(3) Divisional Office-2, Kanpur; 

(4) Divisional Offlco-3, Kanpur; 

(5) Divisional Office, Meerut; 

(6) Divisional Offlce-I, Lucknow, 

(7) Divisional Office, Haridwar : 

(8) Divisional Offlce-I, Agra; 

(9) Divisional Offlce-ll, Agra, 
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It has now been decided to specify the following subjects 
relating to which the entire work should bo done in Hindi 
in compliance of Rule 8(4) of the Official Language Rule. 
1976 

1. Inter-departmental Notes of the office; 

2. Cheques; 

3. All types of Payment Vouchers; 

4. Leave Application; 

5. Attendence Register; 

6 . All types of routine standard letters to be sent to 

internal offices/Departments as well as to out side. 

[No. 13011/6/87-HIC] 
P. V. BHIDE, Director (Admn.) 

(sTTrenfi "rmr 

rrf fesft, 26 1987 

an. 3088 ;—Cfiir’fTTTT 

sisTi^'Ti' % Rnr inftn) 

1976 % IWT 10 % ^'%nT ( 4 ) % aETTRor 
fa[?fr R glMd (3rTf«TT ^ % MtdWfd^ PideTUI 

Jr BTOTTnr fwr % 

«FnTfH^ ’frr, 80 irfOTcr ^arftRi 

Jr ^ 'hi4«iy<fi' ?iR RTR «iR 3rfsr^[f%cr 

Wtt : 

1 . fJrnR : 

^tr^ IPT BTIT : (^) «fi. ftr,, 

( 1) VIWT ^TRfWiT, ift-I, 

TJofRIR I 

( 2 ) ^rr^r Wot, Wr, ttotot i 
( 3) SIWT OTfOT, JtTf mRTT, TRTRTR I 
(4) >ill«lI *h'Nlviq, 'jfrRRf tt'A'I, 

ailRT, TTlOTR I 

( 5) FTTW OTfOT, 3, W W, TIOTOT I 

( 6) inWT ^TRfOT, W, OTfPqFr 

( 7 ) Wot, W, OTfk, tototri 

(8) IJTTOT OT?OT, W, fOTpft, 

^r<d|U|l 1 

(«r) ft? fR. iiwr% 

( 1) ^OTfOT-I 

( 2 ) WfW =Wot-II 

[^r. 1 101 l/5l/85-f^.'R,«P'.] 
'fV. . f^, W^r^ 

New Delhi, the 26th October, 1987 

S.O. 3088.—In pursuance of sub-rule (4) of Rule 10 of 
the Official Lapguage (Use for Official iWposcs of the 
Union^) Rules, 1976 the Central qovernment hereby noti¬ 
fies the following offices of the General Insurance Corpora¬ 
tion of India (under the Administrative Control of Ministry 
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of Finance, Department of Economic Affairs) whereof 
more than 80 percent of staff have acquired working know¬ 
ledge of Hindi: 

1. General Insurance Corporation of India 
Name of the Compay ; (A) National Insurance Co. Ltd. 

(1) Branch Office, D-I, Guru Nanak Colony, Bundi, 
Rajasthan; 

(2) Branch Office, Seekar, Rajasthan; 

(3) Branch Office, Main Bazar, Chtiru, Rajasthan; 

(4) Branch Office, College Road, Jalwal Sudan, Bya- 
warj^ Rajasthan; 

(5) Branch Office. 3, Sampar Road, Dhoulpur, Rajas¬ 
than; 

(6) Branch Office, Station Road, Chittourgad, Rajasthan; 

(7) Branch Office, Station Road, Nagour, Rajasthan; 

(8) Branch Office, Sarcular Road, Ghantaghar, Bhi- 
wani, Haryana. 

(B) The New India Assurance Co. Ltd. ; 

(1) Regional 0(fflce-I, Delhi; 

(2) Regional Offlce-II, Delhi. 

[No. F. 11011/51/85-HIC] 
P. V. BHIDE, Director (Admn.) 

SRR) 

27 aR^, 1987 

^.arr. 3089.—■LP^q-fficT t^i Wff 

^Wr) Wr, 1970 %lsf? 9 ffKI 5RR HrfRjf ffir 
SRtff gt?:, OTffiR I ftrafftr, r^ 

arsfR tW, JiM ffaiW eotW R!f?R, 

sottV (Wr), sff wHsT arriw 

W fWR (ffffiff JDTr) 31 3R^^, 1984 

^ afftl^OTT RW ITffi. 9/29/84-^ aft- 1 ( 3 )% Rgff 

^TotR sftRRftR frpjqR fspijr qrr St, 

fOTtffi 31 aPEJRt, 1987 Jt fR^Rffi Rff I 

[ROTTrrffi. 9/37/87-i^f 3ff-l( 3 )] 

(Banking Division) 

New Delhi, the 27th October, 1987 

S.O, 3089.—In exercise of the powers conferred by clause 
9 of the Nationalised Banks (Management and Miscellane¬ 
ous Provisions) Scheme, 1970, the Central Government is 
pleased to direct that Shri A. M. Abdul Rasheed, Leppori 
House. Near Colicctorate Junction, Allepoy (Kerala) ap¬ 
pointed as Dii;ector of the Indian Overseas Bank under noti- 
fiMtlon of the Government of India in the Ministry of 
Finance, Department of Econornic Affairs (Banking Division), 
No. F. 9/29/84-BO.I-(3) dated 31st October, 1984 shaU 
cease to hold the office of Director with effect frons 31st 
October, 1987. 

[No. F. 9/37/87-B0.1(3)] 

ffiT. RT. 3090.—fqr (jRg- atfk qqW 
R'TL'et) Wr, 1970 % W 9 STTT RlRRRf ffiT 

RfftR %RftR RRffiR fR^ ^ ^ fffiRfR>fFRR 

fW, RTR fffRTRR^, RRRR 'TPRffi^, JnSTR 
fRRT RffT (fRglR), ^RRR RTffiR RRTOT, RTfqRT 
ffiPf fqRTR (4'f%R RRTR) ffit fOTlRT 3 1 RRfJ^RT, 1984 
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. m if, ^ Rfeira' ITT 'irtr »fr% wrr cw, 
^ 5 ff»fV tw sfk iT>r%T 
fAf ^ 5 T!rT a, srfa-^iT 
^ lI^Tif A ^ ^ 'FIT ?>, srfERr 3 rnT 
FTA % frr fro TT amt^FT 

5 \ * '■a 

iEFfT aT^fwsr ^ ^iTT, 

JTT 'TfOTfarTT if ?rmT?T ^ fspin 

tfo 

irar I 

fern—^.arr, 2131, 22 ^?rrf 

1978 aKT sninfer farffir ^ 

ac^TFltanT fWT, 1978 % ^ if fin^- 

frfer arr mtirr ferr mr ;— 

( 1 ) arfa^w ^f. Jfn-.srr. i887, cttA^ 9 - 6-79 

(2) 3 TfErg;irrT ?f. 'trr.arr. 2942, frrA’a' 1-9-79 

(3) ?f. ’iTT.srr. 2611, anff!? 4-10-8O 

(4) Slftl^^^f. W.aiT. 2164 , arrfl^ 15 - 8-81 

( 5 ) sffsjgw ^.3(T. 2303, arff^ar 5 - 9-81 

( 6 ) 3 Tf«rg;TiTr Ti.arr. 3073, 4-9-82 

( 7 ) aifa^|;^?f. ITT-aiT. 4171, 11-12-82 

(8) ?f. ^.3TT. 1314, dlA<J 26-2-83 

( 9 ) ?f. 'PT.STT, 2502, 4-8-84 

(10) arfKrprr ?f. ^.air. 22, mtfg' 5-1-85 

( 11 ) vifaT^ ?f, «PT.3TT. 1958, ?nrA(a’ 11 - 5-85 

(12) arfti^pm ?f. ar.aiT, 3082, grrffw 6 - 7-85 

( 13 ) *PT.3TT. 3974, cnff<3r 24-8-8 5 
{ 14 ) 3TftJ^W?f. *6T.31T. 5641, crrft'J 21-12-8 5 

( 15 ) arfSTf^#. 'fTT.aiT. 1548, 19-4-80 

( 16 ) srfirg;^?!. »fn‘.3TT. 31 83, aiA*? 20 - 9-86 

( 17 ) ^.3fT. 3787, cTRf'Sr 8-11-86 

(18) djrtJ^-^fir aTT.3TT. 2 508, 19-9-87 

[951.?f. l(l7)-|-II (tT)/86] 

A-. iOTffmr, 


’A' AfiFTT 9/2 9 /8 4 -^- 3 ft-1(2 ) % ^T^it 

^41 JF Pr^fT-F f^rcr ra-Tf'P 

31 3r'^q;f7;, 1987 Tl’ff I 

[?f. 9 / 37 / 37 -^ 3fr-I(2)] 

S.O. 3090.—In exorcise of the powers conferred by clause 
9 of the Nationalised Bants (Management and Miscellaneous 
Provisions) Scheme, 1970, the Central Government is pleas¬ 
ed to direct that Shri Mohammad Iflabib, Village Niamat- 
pur, P.O. Patherkatti, Block Atri, Distt. Gaya (Bihar) ap¬ 
pointed as Director of the Aljahabad Bank under notifica¬ 
tion of the Government of Idia in the Ministry of Finance, 
Department of Economic Affairs, (Banking Division), No. F. 
9|29|84-BO.I(2) dated 31st October, 1984 shall cease to 
hold the office of Director with effect from 31st October, 
1987. 

(No, F. 9/37/87-BO.I(2)] 

9ff. 3TT.3091.—TfE^irar ^ (sttst afk inAA 
) fAf, 19 70 % Ef¥ 9 3 m H<trd VlffTTf 911 
SFIFT f«F «ff 

59, iffTFff, srM 3fr iffTTcrri^nT 

fTcT T’am, snl^F 9Tf4 frffTff (tf%Tr sr^rnr) 9ff 

31 1984 «Ff ?f. tn^. 

9/29/84-A3fr-l( 1 ) % f^F 3nT Aw 

% TT A, f^sF 31 3T9fj;9T, 1987 

^ ffA^EF ^ T|if I 

[^fMTtlTi. 9 / 37 / 87 -A aft-l ( 1 )] 

IpT. IT^. ArTRm, 3r9T hAr- 

S.O. 3091.—In exercise of the powers conferred by clause 
9 of the Nationalised Banks (Management and Miscellaneous 
Provisions) Scheme, 1970, the Central Government is pleas¬ 
ed to direct that Shri Islam Sabir, 59, Sailani, Bareilly 
(Uttar Pradesh), appointed as Director of the United Bank 
of India under notification of the Government of India in 
the Ministry of Fijianco, Department of Economic Affairs, 
(Banking Division), No. F. 9/29/84-BO.I(l) dated 31st 
October, 1984 shall cease to hold the office of Director with 
effect from 31st October, 1987. 

[No. F. 9/37/87-30.1(1)1 
M. S. SEETHARAMAN, Under Secy. 

(spT 

15 319g;9T, 1987 

ffff.slT. 3092.—TT'^Mfcr, B'felR % 3R^ 77 

% ( 3 ) 3ETirCff A, uriwff 9iT y f tT ml^ ET 

fB'ffv), 1978 9iT sftr AfftSTff 9RA % (sir( fffrrffvrfeg" 

t, ;— 

1 . (1) ^ ftWf «FT ^rfer^ ffui ififtcuff 
9ff sRtTwtsR Ewtspf) ffftnr, 1937 t 1 

( 2 ) ? TT'Sfff^r if 5m?ET 9fr flRftsr ^ Jiw 

iffif I 

2. piiyfftT SrffffEff "FT RcfflffAffT fffqrr, 1978 % 

ffftnr 1 8 ^ ■'JM'rdtlF { 1) if, ^ % RTET Ti: 

w ^rrtTtrT, sFrffi;— 

"TTTg; IT? 3fk At tAjT jA rAit 
% IJ^ MI'HiVTh'I’ a, AtA ifflRT ipAff 9ff 


(Department of Expenditure) 

New Delhi, the 15th October, 1987 

S.O. 3092.—In pursuance of clause (3) of article 77 of the 
Constitution of India, the President hereby makes the follow¬ 
ing rules further to amend the Delegation of E'inongia 
Powers Rules, 1978, namely :— 

I (1) These rules may be called the Delegation of Finan¬ 
cial Powers (Second Amendment) Rules, 1987. 

(2) They shall come into force on the dale of thoii 
publication in the Official Gazette, 

2. In rule 18 of the Delegation of Financial Powen 
Rules, 1978, in sub-rulo (1), for the second proviso, th< 
following shall be substituted, namely :— 

"AoGded further that the a^rovaJ of the Finance 
Ministry shall not be retjuired to sanction excess 
expenditure, over the original estimates of a sanc¬ 
tioned scheme upfo ten per arent or rupees, flve'erores 
whichever is less, in the case of plan scheme and 
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ten. per cent or rupees three erores whichever is 
' sess, in the case of non-plan scheme, unless the 
scheme or projert has been substantially altered 

NOTE ; The Delegation of Financial Powers Rules, 1978 pub- 
lislicd vide Notification No. S.O. 2131, dated 22nd 
July, 1978 have subsequently been amended by ;— 

(i) Notification No, S.O. 1887, dated '1-6-1979 
(ii) Notification No. S.O. 2942, dated 1-9-1979 
(iH) Notification No. S.O. 2611, dated 4-10-1980 
(iv) Notification No. S.O. 2164, dated 15-8-1981 

(vl Notification No. S.O. 2303, dated 5-9-I9R1 

(vi) Notification No. SO. 3073, dated 4-9-1982 

(vii) Notification No. S O. 4171, dated 11-12-1982 

(viii) Notification No. S.O. 1314 dated 26-2-1983. 

(iv) Notification No. S.O, 2502, dated 4-8-1984 
fx) Notification No, S.O. 22, dated 5-1-1985 
fxi) Corrigendum No. S.O, 1958, dated 11-5-1985 

(xii) Notification No. S.O. 3082, dated 6-7-1985 

(xiii) Notification No. S.O. 3974, dated 24-8-1985 

(xiv) Notification No. S.O. 5641, dated 21-12-1985 

(xv) Notification No, S.O. 1548, dated 19-4-1986* 

(xvi) Notification No. S.O, 3183, dated 20-9-1986 

(xvii) Notification No. S.O, 3787, dated 8-11-1986 
(xviii) Notification No. S.O. 2508, dated 19-9-1987 

[F. No. l(17)/E.n (A)/86] 
D, THYAOESWARAN, Under ,Secy. 

^53^71 'arm 

1 5 3Ff^, 1987 

10/87 

«FT,3TT. 3093.—, snfTST^, Mtq- 
larsnpr "sr’' an^ sift tt 

ft'il't' 30-9-1987 ^ if % 

51 T I 

[siT.^. IJ( 3)/5/87-E«(T.-1/82867] 

CENTRAL EXCISE COLLECEORATE 
Nagpur, the 15th October, 1987 
NOTIFICATION NO. 10/87 

S.O. 3093,- -Sliri S. B. Kane, Superintendent. Central 
Excise Group ‘11* of Nagpur Collectorate, having attained the 
age of superannuation retired from Government Service on 
30-9-1987 in the after-noon. 

[C, No. IIf3)/5/87-Et. 1/82867] 

^TFT^, 19 313^, 1987 

fTwtl ll/87 

’fiT.STT. 3094.—ddlld 
1)99,5 % ^ t^. r^. tTR, MUimrd'fi SlfiFinfl', 

"ta”, Piddd 3ft aiT^ Tfcd JfTTT TT 30-9-S7 

% swFgr if 5iwifFr if frwn (O' ^ i 

[T. ff. Il( 3) 7/87/f^«fFnn-]/83782] 
jftT TUT oT ifRlffTi ft# fm'FTr) 

87/1443 Gl—2. 


Nagpur, the 19th October, 1987 
NOTIFICATION 11|87 

S.O, 3094.^—Shri M, S. Khan, Administrative Offiser, Cent- 
i»l Excise, Group 'B' of Nagpur Collectorate having attain¬ 
ed the age of superannuation retited from Government ser¬ 
vice on 30-9-87 in the afternoon. 

[C. No, 11(31/7/S7-Et. 1/83782] 
J. R. KATT, ColIector(P&E) 


ffFWY, afFTFTrfTiriiT ^ +'Id'T-dT) 

Tf 23 9Ff^f:, 1987 

i!7r. 3TT.3095.—^71^ ^ T ' Wft^dfl , 

^ "16 5, STIT "T . 5, TIT, fiTcvfl'-110 0 0 5 

^ arrqTT-ffFTTrr ^ 198S—88 ^ T^TT fffTTraflr % 

STFnJFff % arsfliT ^ ^T^fiWtTfr (110 tfiff) % 
afFTra- 12 , 000 /- ^ (%!FT ^ariT) 

W afFTTcT irrffHfr ff. '3fr/;#t/3203992, 
f^tTFP 17.-6-86 ferr iTTr ffr i 

2. <Tnff if 3f5r err?'?# ^sr f^firTT 

ffFTJTJT srf^ ^ 3Tijr^ afT % fTtr aTnjG: Ti; 
antlTT fipfiT t ^ jrf# ^ 

ttfi ^ ^ ^ fct5fr ^ f#qT m 

ark ^ ^ it | I 3 fq^ 

% fFP^iT if 3fFTTfT-finTtT 5ffw 5 FFF 1985- 

88 % 3TetTFT-2 % ^ 86 aTO q-«fT 3T^6TT tf^TWTq' 

fWr t ^ anjfHfr 

% firtf 3f^«Tcr t I qr^ ^ irfr ^ fTpTTcr srPer 

^ Sr fiFT 'infft ^ (it vr 'fft ^iw fw 

^ I 

3 . ir ftfye f JJttf vlT^ff ft. 5ft/3it/3203992 

ftFTtqi 17-6-1986 ^ ^ Hfd- fit t 

fFFT-fm TT tT«TT-fFftf^ DTHTEf fTqaT'iT Sfltw 15 
fcmi 7-12-55 qfr 'qq-trpi 9 {^-) jitt ttit arptf- 

sfiiff qr iriitfr ^ t anfrrr Hit^ff #. tt/tt/- 

3203992 fTTTT 17-6-86 ^ fJJT fTP^m 

qft- ^ tiddaiu ^TTdT^ I trrew tt •i id ^aixi 
tt fit fjiT ^ f^rPTfrar qfd- % ir 

qitf qfr 254/- Tqt tt SfqiJTT TTfVr % fTF afT/sTfr 
tjiT fdwr qfr qrt ^rr ftt t i 

IF, y/t'fi/^-FdF'i'F ftoT qTPtt ^/8 7 ] 
tjTf. FT fJW 3TrTTF-fiTFt?T 
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MINISTRY OF COMRfERCE 
(Office of the Chief Controller of Imports & Exports) 
New Delhi, the 23rd October, 19S7 
ORDER 

S.O. 3095.—M/s. Instruments & Components, Dev Nagar, 
Block No. 5 Karol Bagh, New Delhi-110005 were granted 
an Import Gcencc No. G|G|3203992 dated 17-6-1986 for a 
Cif value of Rs. 12,000|- only (Rupees Twelve Thou.sand 
only) for Import of Hair Hygrometers (110 Nos.) under 
defence contract provisions of the Import and Export Policy 
1985—88. 

2. The party has now applied for issue of a duplicate 
copy of E.tchange Control copy of the above-mentioned licence 
on the ground that the EC copy which was submitted by 
their Bankers, Syndicate Bank to Resers'e Bank of India, New 
Delhi and the same is not traceable at the Bank concerned. 
In support of their contention, they have executed an affi¬ 
davit as required imder Para 86 of Chapter II of Hand¬ 
book of Imports and Exports Procedure 1985—88. The dunli- 
icate licence is required for the total value licence. The 
party have undertaken to return the original Exchange Cont¬ 
rol Copy, if traced later, to this office. 

3. I am satisfied that the Exchange Control copy of the 
Original Licence No. G/G/3203992 da*ed 17-6-1986 has been 
lost. In exercise of the powers conferred under sub-clause 
9(e) of the Import Control Order 15 dated 7-12-55 as amend¬ 
ed I hereby cancel the Exchange Control Copy of the Import 
Licence No. G/G/3203992 dated 17-6-1986. A dupl’cate Ex- 
change_ Control copy is being issued to the party, in lieu of 
the original Exchange Contrrrf copy of the licence cancelled 
hereby for the unutilised amount of R». 2541-. 

[No. 7-Def|In8truments & Components|871 
N. S. KRISHNAMURTHY, Dy. Controller 
of Imports and Exports. 


trf 8 i987 

»fT.SIT. 3096—WlftTF anffiRT 

(5lW afVt llfiR) 3T%Pm, 1948 ( 1948 «PT 4FTt) 


'Fl' OTTT 2 % ^ (’h) % apJRVn' RTtlRT 

RKR TT Jr Rfm ^ 

iTR.tfr. tpRT afh; TfiRf, tfit 7 apTO', 

1987 Jr ttitRirfl qTT qrpj 

t I 

[€t. 4330/2 /87] 

MINISTRY OF EXTERNAL AFFAIRS 
New Delhi, the 8th October. 1987 

S.O. 3096.—In pursuance of the clause (a) of Section 2 
of the Dipl*i*tqt*tic and (Consular Officers’ (Oafh.s and Fees) 
Act, 1948 (41 of 1948), the Central Government hereby 
authorise S|Shri S. P. Gupta and B. D, Sharma, both Assis- 
tant.s in the Embassy of India, Riyadh to perform the duties 
of Considar Agent with effect from 7th August, 1987. 

INo. T. 4330/2/871 

ffff.aiT. 309 7-^YrJFTfJW aiVT aflftiRT 

srV? aiftfRRiT, 1948 (l948 *(11 4Iffr) 

^ OTTT 2 % ^ (^) ^ «<^l< 

i tdi^ai YI *nTR RHTR tlftRriMTR, 

Jsft RfRTTTR fRTT RiJIRV ^ 24 arRHI, 1987 Jl 
fitR^ft t^R^ ffR IRR ^ MiPut-d 11 

[it. 4330 / 2 / 87 ] 
R^R 3T^ tfflR, RR r 1%R ('fW) 

S.O. 3097.—In pursuance of the clause (aj, of Section 2 
of the Diplomatic and Consular Officers (Oaths and Fees') 
Act, 1948 (41 Of 1948), the Central Government hereby 
authorise Shri Abhilash Kumar, Assistant in the Consulate 
General of India, Jeddah to perform the duties of Consular 
Agent with effect from 24th August, 1987. 

[No. T. 4330/2/87 
SAYEd AHMED KHAN. Dy. Sccy 


arh: itR RffTRR 

rI fRv/ft, 27 1987 

>fR.3R. 3098.—W: ^RftR RTRiTT Rit R? RiftR ftRlt # R? aRRURRi | RfTt ^ tr^. 

aft.Rt. RV ^'tPRRR % RfTR^ % fRT^ MftRRIYR RTTtfVR t[R RllWTR pR. STT fRfflf RFft Rrfjtl I 

attr RR: SrOR 5>RT t ^ RR'tRR % pRtr tTR5^>RR3’ aiR^^ rt' RpoiR vjPR t RRRYr 

RR STftlRRT arfRR RiTRT aRRTIRRT % I 

3tR;*3IR itftfRRR atk R RTRIR arpRRRT RR af^) aipRl^R, 1962 ( 1962 RR 50) 

Rft urn 3 Rft RTOTTI ( 1) IIRT RRW RfWRf RR SfRtff ^ %?itR RYRRT ^ RR^ RRRtR RR arfRRRT aif^ RTR^ 
RR 3FRT atiyid RR^nr RtfRR PfRT ^ I 

RT!!^ pRi RRR ^ # Pt^ddj Ri>t SRfRR RR ^ % R^ WI ^ RSTR RlftcblO, 

RTTfftR R i Pr RT O R fR, fRRRWftR 22, T>R, PWR3E226019 tj;.-^t. Rit TR 3rfF^[RRT R?t RTft^ It 

21 fRR ^ 'fftRY RY R%RT I 


[vrr>rll—^V3(ii)] 
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•imri TrwTO;’Tirm 7, i9S7/mjfm; le, tooe 

91^ ^ arreS? ^MT ?T r^rH^tid: q? vft qfqq ft; 'ptt q? qTjprr t ft; ;jTfpft »jqqTf 

=qftqqq ’ft # qr ftqft ftfer ^qqT4^ ^ qr^T i 


qrq aqr^'r 

qq. . q. qq qrsq qr^q qrqq? 


qqqq qijqftr 'Kqqr qrq 


12 3 4 

qqrq qqrq 5T?i 

qm 


qrqrq. 


qq;q. jtnfVqwr 


5 


6 


SffSW/^^2T/ 

TT^nr/^Wr^ 


7 


61 5/1 

0-4-0 

649fq. 

0-3-0 

652 ft. 


qq.qi4 649ft. 

0 -0-10 

652ft. 


652ft. 

0 -0-10 

653ft. 

0-0-15 

652ft. 

0-19-0 

653ft. 


649ft. 


645ft. 


646 ft. 


648ft. 


646ft. 

0 -2-0 

689 

0-0-5 

690 

0 -1-0 

691 

0-5-0 

692 

0 -6-10 

686 

0-0-5 

685 

0 -0-10 

674 

0 -0-S 

684ft. 

0-7-0 

675ft. 

0-4-0 

23 

2-14-10 

676 

0-16-0 

677 


678 


679 


680 


681 


CD 


668 


695ft. 


696 



fqqqq 


8 
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1 2 3 

4 5 

8 

7 8 






7T^ 

697 



mrFT 

ogsfr. 




700 

1-3-0 



626 

o 

CD 

O 



701 

U-IO-O 



619 

0-9-10 



824 

0-7-0 


116 

603fir. 

0 -10-0 



6 I2f^. 




603fir. 

0 -0-10 



612fir. 



isofr. 

603 f*f. 

1 -6-0 



612flT. 




611 fn. 




6 1 0 fJT . 




609fir. 



4 20 fi-O-IO 


22 

609fjT, 

0-0-5 


770fT, 

0-0-5 


733 

0-17-0 


730 

0—0—5 


734 

1 -1-0 

38 

735 fn. 

O 

1 

1 

o 


735 Bt. 

0 -8-10 


736 

0 -18-0 


737fir. 

0-4-0 


739 

0 -2-0 

irrof 

737 fr. 

739fF. 

988fir. 

0 -0-10 


988 fir. 0-1 4-10 


3 

14 

4-9-15 

4 

23 

2-14-10 
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1 2 


TI5r'W:^r?W’‘7,i9S7/iPTft?; in, 1909 


3 4 5 6 

4 26 


7 


8 


6 - 0-10 


11 63 13-3-15 3r>Tr 

3, 3365t*l^qT 

[^. O- 14 01 6/292/84-^.'ft.] 


MINISTRY OF PF.TROLEUM & NATURAL GAS 
Nek Delhi, the 27th O^lober, 1987 

S,0. 3098.—Whereas it appears to the Central Govern¬ 
ment that it is necessary in the public interest that for the 
transport cf Pclroieiim from H IT to 1, in Uttar Prnde.sh 
State FipeJine shoald he laid by the Gas Authority of India 
Limited. 

And, whereas, it appears that for the purpose of laying such 
pipeline it i.s necessary to acquire the right of user in the 
land described in the schedule unnc.xed hereto ; 

Now, tliercforc, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-sec.ion (1) of the Section 3 of the Petroleum and Mine¬ 


rals Pipelines fAcquisition of Right of Llscr in the Land) Act, 
1962 (50 of 1962), the Central Government hereby declares 
Its intention to acquire the right of user therein ; 


Provided that any person interested in the said land may, 
within 21 days from the date of this notification object to 
the laying of the pipeline under the land to the Competent 
.'luthority. Gas Authority of India Ltd. H.B.J. Pipeline Pro¬ 
ject, Vikas Deep Building, 22, Station Road, Liicknow-226019 
UP, 


.'.lid every person making such an objection shall also 
state specifically whether he wishes to be heard in person or 
by legal practitioner. 


District 


1 

Unnao< 


Fresh/Supplinie]itar>' case (Schedule) 


H.B.J, GAS PIPELINE PROJECT 

'"’Tehsif 

Pargana Village Plot No. 

Area in Hectare Remarks 
Bigha 

ChakNo. 

Old No. 

2 

3 4 5 

^6 

7 8 

Uiinao 

Hariia Raipur 80 

’^5/i ”” 

0-4-0 


Satan 

649/M 

0-3-0 



652 „ 



Chak Marg 

649 .. 

0-0-10 



652 „ 




652 

0-0-10 



653 „ 

0-0-15 


132 

652 

0-19-0 



653 ., 




649 




645 „ 




646 „ 




648 „ 



91 

646 „ 

0-2-0 



689 

0-0-5 



690 

0-1-0 



691 

0-5-0 



692 

0-6-10 



686 

0-0-5 



685 

0-0-10 



674 

0-0-5 



684 M 

0-7-0 



675 

0-4-0 


4 


23 


2-14-10 
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1 

2 

3 

I 

1 

1 lO 

6 

7 

8 

Unnao 

Unnao 

Harha 

Raipur 63 

676 

0-16-0 





Satan 

677 




678 

679 

680 
681 
682 
668 
695 M 


696 

697 

695 M 0-9-0 

700 1-3-0 

626 0-9-10 

701 0-10-0 

619 0-9-10 

824 0-7-0 

116 603 M 0-10-0 

612 „ 

Nali 603 0-0-10 

612 M 

150 603 „ 1-6-0 


612 „ 
611 
610 
609 „ 


4 

26 

6-0-10 

22 

609 M 

0-0-5 


770 „ 

0-0-5 


733 

0-17-0 


730 

0-0-5 


734 

1-1-0 

38 

735 M 

0-3-10 


735 „ 

0-8-10 


736 

0-18-0 


737 M 

(M-0 


739 

0-2-0 

Nali 

737 M 

0-0-10 


739 „ 



988 „ 



988 „ 

0-14-10 

3 

14 

4-9-15 

4 

23 

2-14-10 

4 

26 

6-0-10 

11 

63 

13-3-15 


► or 

3.3365 Hectare' 


[No. 0-14016/292/84-0?] 




[ mn II--^ 3(ii)] wit 7.1937/Trftw le, 1909 3885 

_ ' ^ . ... > J_ _ . , 1 . __L i iL ■ ■ I 1- L-L V ■- II ’HI '. J J L-1- ■ I r J.rr - ■■' . ' 'I I i n i " ' ' . I P I . ‘I 

^.arr. 3099- — jrrftcT |>arr t ft? Jf ^ fqr . 

^. fr^ itjtfwiTR' % 'Tfrar^ ^ ihr 5rTfspK7:or . rnr farerf ^srpft 1 

3Tk, ;T?r:, JTrft^ ?>TT t ^ m % f^n; ^ ^ it 

apT STfiiTii <, aif^ipr an^Tjapfr ^ 1 

m:, 3?^, afk JsfiR qr^ (»jfiT if % Mfgw’; qrr arat^) arfirfHim' i962 (i962 qrr 

50 ) ^ !JTTr 3 qft ^3wn ( 1 ) S'K. snfwff ^ spfptr ^ ^ ^ ^ 3 ^ gwtar arfimT 

3ri%r ’Fa:^ qn' st^rt arrunr i<tf\s[n.T ^ftfw ^ 1 

f% aiw ^ R f??rra ^ ^ % fft% qm wrf?T aitt^ q r ftjS' i O , 

RTCftR j^r far. fwT^T^ farf^, 22 , ??ifFT xX M<a^<}^226oi9F.'ft. JFt arfsrf^ qft rTrftg' tr 

21 »ftwx 3frx h^rt I 


aftx iT^T 3fT«^ ^ ^rmr ^ 35rfiFT rqfHHiVfl: ^ft sp^rx aptarr wr 

aiarfaRIW ^q' ^ 3TT Wk ^ aTF^?T 1 

^xqi/arj^fxqr ^r? 

qT?q' ?Tit^ sttirqx 

^ 1 (jd 1 ^ fqr 

WTT PTWkkr qXTRT FTR WTk. 

lii'iiqi'H/lqf iTx/ Tqqx'Ji 

— 

— 

rrqry/kkn' k 

k. 

^XFftkWT 


1 2 3 4 S 

6 

7 8 

^er^x 153 

279fiT. 

0 - 4-3 


280 fJT. 


157 

279fk. 

0-7-15 


280 fk. 


72 

279ftr. 

0-3-10 


280 fk. 


■^aTTit 

280fk. 

0-0-10 

94 

280fk. 

0-0-5 

251 

280 fk. 

0-18-0 


281 fk. 



286fk. 



289fq'. 


260 

288fk. 

0-5-10 


289fk. 


"qap arni' 

289fk. 

0-0-10 

1 52 

289fiT. 

0-10-15 


290fk. 



291 ftr. 


266 

291fk. 

0-4-10 


267 fk. 


10 

20 

2-15-10 

62 

267f8r. 

0-4-0 


267fk. 

0-0-10 

265 

266fJT. 

0-9-10 


267fk. 
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2 3 4 




5 

6 

7 


292 fR 

0-1-5 


293 fiT. 

0-1-15 


265 fF. 

0 -6-10 

37 

265 fR. 

0 -11-0 


260 fJT. 

0 -1-0 


2e4f)T. 

0-2-1 5 


301 

0-3-10 


302 fir. 

0-3-0 


167 fF. 

0 -11-0 

233 

133fR. 

0 -8-10 

227 

133fR. 

0 -6-10 


134fR, 


5 

16 

3-10-10 

10 

20 

2-15-10 

15 

36 

6 -G-O 


qr 

1. 5939 

i?f. 0-14016/298/84-# fl] 


S.O, 3U99.—^Whereas it appears to the Central Govern¬ 
ment that it is necessary in the public interest that for the 
transport of Petroleum from H.B. to J. in Uttar Pradesh 
State Pipeline should be laid by the Gas Authority of India 
Limited. 

And, whereas, it appears that for the purpose of iayinR such 
pipeline, it is necessary to acquire the right of user in the 
land described in the schedule annexed hereto ; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the nowers conferred by 
sub-section (1) of the Section 3 of the Petroleum and Mine¬ 
rals Pipelines (Acqiiisition of Right of User in the Land) Act. 


1962 (50 of 1962), the Central Government hereby declares 
its intention to acquire the right of user therein; 

Provided that any person interested in the said land may, 
within 21 days from the dale of this notification object to 
the laying of the pipeline under the land to the Compeient 
Authority, Gas Authority of India Ltd, Il.B.J, Pipeline Pro¬ 
ject, Vikas Deep Building, 22j Station Road, Lueknow-226019 
U.P. 

And every person making such an objection shall also 
state specifically whether he wishes to be heard in person or 
by legal practitioner. 


Fresh /Supplimentary case (Schedule) 
H.B.J. GAS PIPELINE PROJECT 


District 

Tehsil 

Pargana 

Village 

Plot No. Area in Hectare Remarks 

/Bigha 

Chak No. Old No. 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 6 7 8 

Unnao 

Unnao 

Harha 

Daulatpur 

153 279 M 0-4-5 


280„ 

157 279„ 0-7-15 

280., 

72 119 „ 0-3-10 

280„ 

280„ 0-0-10 
94 280„ 0-0-5 

251 280,, 0-18-0 


Chak Marg 
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1 

,—^ 


Unnao 


2 

3 4 5 

6 

7 ■ 



281 




286 




289 „ 



260 

288 „ 

289 „ 

0-5-10 


Chakmarg 

289 ., 

0-0-10 


152 

289 „ 

0-10-15 



290 „ 




291 „ 



266 

291 „ 

0-^10 


267 

267 ., 



10 

20 

2-15-10 

Unnao 

Harha Daulatpur 62 

267 M 

0-4-0 



267 ., 

0-0-10 

265 

266 ., 

267 „ 

0-9-10 


292 „ 

0-1-5 


293 ., 

0-1-15 


265 „ 

0-6-10 

37 

265 „ 

0-11-0 


260 

0-1-0 


264 ., 

0-2-15 


301 „ 

0-3-10 


302 .. 

0-3-0 


167 „ 

0-11-0 

233 

133 „ 

0-8-10 

227 

133 ., 

0-6-10 

134 

134 .. 


5 

16 

3-10-10 

10 

20 

2-15-10 


36 6-6-0 Bigha 

or 

1.5939 Hactarc 

[No. O-14016/298/84-GP] 



411.an. 3100.—?r?r: Jpt 4? glraT ^ Prr ft? jftw rri^^. 

^ ^ »rfT^ % ftrtr 41 ?w jnfjjrr^ ftfo ffRT f^f i 

sfk inr: ii?fPr ^ftr ^ ft? ^ HiTfff 4?> jpfftnr % ftr^ ^ ^ ^ 

rr wrfOTTR BiftR ^nTTT arrm^T ^ i 

3R; 3R T^lftRJT ark wftrsf 4TT4WR?! (^ Jf ^HWft arfipm 4?T 3^?!) aTfaftpR, 1962 ( 1962 <PT 50) 

4 fr ’mr 3 4^1 ^34hkt ( 1 ) im srtt viPwiTi 4 ?t iRftr 4?^^ iiwi % ^ wfk 4 ?t aifk4?R arftR 

4?T ar^RT aiRnr ITfT^3TTr ft?4T ^ ; 

anTT# ft? gw 5r fwar^ 4?k g^r % ?ft% qnwFf % ftR snftm^, 

mrifftr % Jnf«i4?tor %,, ftrftw, 22 , tR, ^to ^-2 2 6019,’j;.'fr. ^rtw arftr^fwr ^ grfkr it 

21 fw *♦? ifftRWC lT%Tn‘ I 

87/144301—3 
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sAr ^ wwr fT ®if^ Jrf vfr ^i^rr ^qr (sti ^ fV yriri wrf^- 

w ^ ?r qr Ww sqwrift qft ft^?t ; — 


^jTT'T? M <,<RI qT^T 


?r. 


TTT^^ if 


1 


'3RTq' 5^^ 


3 4 




5 


1266 

1265 

1257 

1287 

1358 

1 355 

1352 

1351 

13501t 

1311 

1313 

1176 

1175 

1320 

1172 
1162 

1173 
1159 

1156 

1157 
wpt 

991 

992 

994 

995 

996 
1000 
1001 
1003 

1009 

1010 
855 
205 
204 


6 


0-0-16 

0-0-5 

0 - 0-10 

0-1-17 

0-1-5 

0 - 6-10 

0 - 8-0 

0 - 0-10 

0 - 2-0 

1 - 1-0 

0-7-0 

0-7-15 

1 - 0-0 

0 - 2-10 

0-6-15 

0-7-0 

0 - 0-10 

0-13-5 

0-4-0- 

0-0-15 

0 - 0-2 

1-7-0 

0 - 1-0 

0 -2-10 

0-4-18 

0—0—5 

0-3-15 

0-7-10 

0-7-15 

0 - 0-8 

1-3-10 

0-5-5 

0 - 10-0 

0 - 8-10 
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[^rrall—'^sr 3(ii)] 


7, I987/'nRTT l(i,)909 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 





201 

0-8-0 






202 

0-2-10 






203 

0-1-10 



3 7 11-5-11 

m 

2 . 8532t®f^ 

[JT. 3rT-14016/413/34-^. 'ft.] 


S.O. 3100.—-Whereas it appears to the Central Govern¬ 
ment that It is necessary in the public interest that for the 
transport of Petroleum from H,H. to J. in Uttar Pradesh 
State pipeline should be laid by the Gas Authority of India 
Limited ; 

And whereas it appears that for the purpose of laying such 
pipeline, it is necessary to acquire the right of user in the 
land described in the .schedule annexed hereto ; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-.section (1) of the Section 3 of the Petroleum and Mine¬ 
rals Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in the Land) Act, 


1962 (50 of 1962), the Central Government hereby declares 
Its intention to acquire the right of user therein ; 

Piovidcd that any person interested in the said land may, 
within 21 days from the date of this Notification, object to 
the laying of the pipeline under the land to the Competent 
Authority, Gas Authority of India Ltd., H.B.J. Pipeline Pro¬ 
ject, Vikas Deep Building, 22, Station Road, Llicknow-226019, 
U.P,; 

And every person making such an objection shall also 
itate specifically whether he wishes to be heard in person or 
by legal practitioner ;— 


SUPPLEMENTRY case (SCHEDULE) 
H.B.J. GAS PIPE LINE PROJECT 


District Tahsil Pargaua 


1 

2 

3 

Unnao 

Purwa 

Maurawan 


Village 


4 

Sandana 


Plot No. Area in acres Remarks 


5 

6 

1266 

0-0-16 

1265 

0-0-5 

1257 

0-0-10 

1287 

0-1-17 

1358 

0-1-5 

1355 

0-6-10 

1352 

0-8-0 

1351 

0-0-10 

1350A 

0-2-0 

1311 

1-1-0 

1313 

0-7-0 

1176 

0-7-15 

1175 

I-0-0 

1320 

0-2-10 

1172 

0-6-15 

1162 

0-7-0 

1173 

0-0-10 

1159 

0-13-5 

1156 

0-.4-0 

1157 

0-0-15 

Tc Tirl- 

0-0-2 

991 

1-7-0 
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1 

2 

3 

4 

Utinao 

Purwa 

Maurawna 

Sandana 


992 


0-1-0 

994 


0-2-10 

995 


0-^18 

996 


0-0-5 

1000 


0-3-15 

1001 


0-7-10 

1003 


0-7-15 

1009 


0-0-8 

1010 


1-3-10 

855 


0-5-5 

205 


0-10-0 

204 


0-8-10 

201 


0-7-0 

202 


0-2-10 

203 


0-1-10 

37 


1 1 - 5 - 1 ; 

2-8532 


[No. 0-14016/413/84-GP] 


TTo ano .1101— m: ^ it; ^ # n; arrmip Jp:?r ^ 

*fV. t. ?np % q fy ei f T % ftfq TTTOfk % M i rns»R ^ %. am froif ^ ^1% i 

sfR JFT: STft^T ^ I f% ^ <ffr vt srift^rT ^ tjfir if irqqFr 

^ arftipR 3r^%?r «frit i i 

3Rr:3Tw sftr arf^ arf^TTr tt ar^) arfafrqq, i962 (1902 >!rT so) 

wft OTTT 3 ^ ijMtOT T (1) ffRT 5im i!rft?r«ff stoVt ;q TTwrT fl ^ Sf vt arftRrrc arf^ 

«PT arq^ arroq q^r^rm ^'tfqrr fw ^ 1 

ftr ^ vtf «qft?r ^ 'Tifq anfq ^ fwq arr^ sTrftmrt, 

imTflw *hT gi fij»<»i i ftr., Piq^ i mO q 22 , ^tvnr fir, ?t 5PT3^226019, g;. <ft. q?I w arfw^^w qft irrihir 

It 21 ^ 'ftriT *fiT ^^nii I 

aftr ^ am^q qR^ qror ;t ®qft?T tr; ifft qrqq" qt^ fqr qqr ^ | ftr ^^rqft grqrf 

wrfqim ^ ^ ITT fSpTff fqft- 6uqoi4I % 1 


apj^ m 31^ 

q^. aft. w qr^q aTT^q jftafq? 


qpm 


MOMI' 

TTFT 

ansT at. 

'B?T rqq'OJi 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 7 

gwor 



'qqft 

825 

0-0-5 





826 

0-0-5 





913 

0-0-10 





914 

0-1-7 





91G 

0-2-0 


0 - 4-7 

[?f. O-UOl 6 /57 /84 1ft'ft,] 
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S.O. 3101.—Whereai it appears to the Central Govern¬ 
ment that it i* necessary in the public Interest that for th» 
transport of Petroleum from II,B. to J. in Uttar Pradesh 
State Pipeline should be laid by the Gas Authority of India 
Limited ; 

And whereas it appears that for the purpose of layipa such 
pipeline, it is necessary to acquire the right of user in the 
land described in the schedule annexed hereto; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the power* conferred by 
sub-section (1) of the Section 3 of the Petroleum and Mine¬ 
rals Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in the Land) Act, 


1962 (SO of 1962), the Central Government hereby declare! 
sis intention to acquire the right of user therein; 

I’rovided that any person interested in the said land may, 
within 21 days from the date of this notihcalipn object to 
fhc laying of the pipeline under the land to the Cornpetent 
/-\uthority. Gas Authority of India Ltd, H.B.J. Pipeline Pro¬ 
ject, Vikas Deep Building, 22, Station Road, Lucknow-226019 
U.P. ; 

And every person making such an objection shall also 
state specifically whether he wishes to be heard in person or 
bv legal practitioner.' 


SUPPLIMENTRY case ('SCHEDULE) 
H.B.J. GAS PIPE LINE PROJECT 


District 

Tahsil 

Pargana 

Village 

Plot No. 

Area in Bigha 

Remark 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

- 7 

Unnao 

Unnao 

Haraha 

Chapri 

825 

0-0-5 



Sbahpur 826 0-0-5 

913 0-0-10 

914 0-1-7 

916 0-2-0 


5 0-4-7 


[No. 0-14016/57/84-GP] 

ffiT. an. 3101—4? ^ | 3rrw4r ^ 

sf^ Jr tr^. ^r. fpir % 'ifxatfT % mrffrr w infEpPw f^r. arrr firauf ; 

ark inr; JRftn ^ I ^ WTfrf vr sttUr % %(t 3T4^[«fr Jf arr»r=r Jr tmtT 

TT 8rfk»f4T arf^ >?n7TT 3 tt4?w t ; 

m-.m aik glJfir arfwR 44 antfr) 1902 (1902 44 so) 

4ft trro 3 4ft 348ru ( 1 ) irrr sr^w 4rf^ 4 ^ siqk 4 ?t^ ^ ^4ift4 4 ^ 447 : % tjfrJr t?tT4t4 44 3rf^4rR 3 Tf %4 
4R^ 44 3I44T 3mi4 4t1w f%4T f : 

•itiJ 344 ' 5^(4 Jr 1^445* 'fik ®trf44 34 ^Ih % tft% Hit[4 4’f$'T 34^4 

'»TTT7ft4 % srrfww faRtmifW ^R?t4, 22, Tk, 45435-226019 Tt. 4ft ^ 4ft 4kt5 

Jt 21 f?f4 % »ft4T 4R 4%4r i 

ark ^ 341^4 4R^ 4TWT ^ 54f44 fJrfJrfWW: «ft 4414 ^<4^ % 441 4? $ ftp 34tift 544Tf 

« ir4it|t l4 44 t ^ 4T f47ft 34 4 41 41 % 4rS4 I 





31^^' 4T4 

. aft. % 4r$4 3n^’lftt^43 


<4444 


HUIdf 

414 

4T3T 4. 

Jr f 4 an:i 4 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 7 - 

*rwt 

^rhsfTfT 

srt447 

4L4T4T4T4 

398 

399 

0-15-16 

0-9-10 





2 

1-5-6 


[4. O-14016 / 445 / '85-7|t«fr] 





3892 THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : NOVEMBER 7, 1987/KARTIKA 16, 1909 [Part II—Se c. 3(ii)] 


S.O. Wheress it appears to the Central Govern¬ 

ment that it is necessary in the public interest that for the 
transport of Petroleum from H.B. to J. in Uttar Pradesh 
State Pipeline should be laid bv the Gas Authority of India 
Limited ; 

And whereas it appears that for the purpose of luyiiiK such 
pipeline, it is necessary to acquire the right of user in the 
land described in the schedule annexed liereto; 

Now, therefore, in eJcerclso of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (1) of the Section 3 of tlic Petroleuni and Mine¬ 
rals Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in the Land! Act, 


19o2 (50 of 1962). the Central Government hereby declares 
its intention to acquire the right of user therein : 

Provided that any person interested in the said land may, 
within 21 days troni the dale of this notification object to 
the Inyiiig of the pipeline under the land to the' Competent 
Authority, Gas Authority of India Ltd, H.U.J. Pipeline Pro- 
jcei, ViUis Deep Building, 22. Station Road, Lucknow-226019 
U.P. ; 

And every person making such an objection shall also 
slate specifically whether he wishes to be heard in person or 
by legal practitioner. 


SUPPLIMENTRT case fSCHEDUEE) 
H.BJ. GAS PIPE LINE PROJECT 


District 

Tahsil 

Pargana 

^'llIage 

Plot No. 

Area in Bigha 

Remark 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

Bareilly 

Aonla 

Aonla 

Islamabad 

398 

0-15-16 






399 

0-9-10 






2 

1-5-6 


[No. 0-14016/445/85-GP] 


ipT. arr, 3103 —qrr; ^ siffPr | ftr tjfrr 

srtw ^ . fIV 'Tlfwifd 4^1 !TTftrspT3ir f?r. aTCT fTWf ; 

srtr ^TeT: sfiifter fPiT % f%r ^ ^ '^?r^'TTOr ii ^ 

SIT arftmr ^rTTn strwp t ; 

m : 3fk istRrsr 'rr^q^ntr (^r r rrrTr arrsTFR sfirR^T) Rfd-rTTR, 1902 (i 962 m so) 

«ifr tnrr 3 ^ R'Ttnxr ( 1 ) srer srvt vrfeiRf sfit rrIr rutitt ^ rr r rrstIr tr RfijanT 

RT RRRT 3m?IR | ; 

RTIIR fRi RRR ^1 r R ^ 3Rfw RR ^^R % R^# RT^R % Fr[t RlftlRiTCT, 

RTT?fPT i[r RTftJRTRR [r. f^IRflR 22, Rl^Rgi 226019 'Ft. Jflf W arfg^fRRT ^ 

^ 21 % 3ftrTT: RIT R%Rr ; 

^RT RTSffR RTRT ^ SRpFR f^fRi^CTR: Rf Rt RIRR RfUTT Fr RRT RTITT t FH RR# ^RRT^ 
Eq Frh R R ^ ^ RT flrfsT SRRRPtfl % RTW I 


TTR. #t. RR RlfR RT^R h Ir RR 


rrrr 

d^disi 

RRTRT 

RTR 

RIRT R. 

s^RRiR^ Jr 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

Rtvft 

3TtRRT 

ariRRT 

R^FdRT 

497 

0-1-0 





494 

0-4-15 





500 

0-1-0 





499 

0-7-0 





498 

0-2-0 





495 

0-4-0 


0-19-15 

[R. 0 /14016 / 450 /8S -5ft. 'ftj 


6 


TTHSV 7.19Sy 1<’, 1 00 9 
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5.0. 3103.—33'hcrea5 it appears to the Central Govern- 
iiieiii that it is necessary in the public interest that for the 
trausport of Petroleum from H.B. to J. in Uttar Pradesh 
Stale Pipeline should he laid hv (he Ga.s Authority of India 
Limited ; 

And whereas it appears that for the purpo.se of lay it r such 
pipeline, it is necessary to acquire the riglit of user in the 
land described in the schedule aiincAed hereto ; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
.sub-section (1) of the Section 3 of the Petroleum and Mine¬ 
rals Pipelines (Acquition Of Right of User in the Land) Act, 


1933 ("50 of 1962), the Central Government hereby declares 
iis mlention to acquire the right of user therein ; 

Provided lint aqj- person interested in the said land may, 
wiilnu 21 day.s from the date of this notification object to 
the laying of the pipeline under the land to the Competent 
Paiihoriiy, Gas Authority of India Lid. H.B.J. Pipeline Pro¬ 
ject, ViLas Deep Building, 22, Staiion Road, Lncltnow-226019 
u.P.: 

And every pcr.son making such an objection shall also 
.stole specifically whether he wishes to be heard in person or 
by legal practitioner. 


SUPPLIMENTRY CASE fSCHEDULE) 
H.B.J. GAS prPE LINE PROJECT 


District 

Tahsil 

Pargana 

Village 

Plot No. 

Area in Bigha Remark 

I 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 7 

Bareilly 

A on! a 

Aonia 

Mahatiya Dandi 

497 

0-1-0 





494 

0-4-15 





500 

O-I-O 





499 

0-7-D 





498 

0-2-0 





495 

0-4-0 





6 

0-19-15 


[No. 0-14016/450/85-GP] 


^T, an. 3104 :—3T?r: ^ srftf t 1% ^T>Tr if t TrTT 

ir clip PtE IT^tTvIT^ '■HTTrfPl ITTflTifrin:! f^T. SKI fafWl 'UPfl ; 

3i>T tTfi: spft5=r ^?ft- mrff ^ Ti lEitsTT tp %iT TTrptjqrtrs' 3T;|g;=€)r t 'flfiT ^q’^ftti i?rr 

arfEpinT: aifer % ; 

m: m ark 'Jfkr qr^qeiT^tT ('Aft- if ^tfPi^aiffcrw fifi arfiikRrfr (i962 ^ so) 

^ URT 3 ^ tjiraTTI ( 1) gRT iRvT 5TfkPlf »fit sr^ttl gTi: JRTR ^ ^flSf arfsT^i; 3ri%dr 

TT aPETT aiieiq TtfTT fklT ^ t 

TOf ^ 3TfR Jr tfitf aiffiRr ^ qr^ rhet % fkrr arie^q niSTiT arfspprft, 

vrrofPi tfn sriftRiRi ki. EpfriHftr 22, iT?, ^13^-220019 23;, 'ft. qft iet arferg;^ tpt crrftu 

ft 21 fkl ^ ftftrr 3R ; 


ark arif^q ^Rft ^ iftfftktiHi.T; tlf tpq-qr 3RtIT ftp W 3? 3TffTT | ftp ^3^ ^3Tf 

EtTfe^T?! ^ ft ft 31 ftpftt fftfft E3aETFft % RTlier I 




2 

^313 


ar3 33 


3R^ 3K aPT^ 
0=3. #. tt^I 3r#3 sTlf3 


qRPTT 3T3 


3 

f3fl 


3131 ft, 6333151 

fttft ft 


5 

6 

13 

0 -1-10 

14 

0-7-10 

15 

0-4-IS 

16 

0 -10-10 

19 

0 -1-0 


f33Tor 




ftirt =3^3: 


7 
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2 

3 

4 

5 

6 




50 

0-16-10 




49 

0 -0-10 




51 

0-14-10 




45 

0 -6-10 




44 

O 

1 

T 




43 

0-13-0 




58 

0-0-1 5 




196 

0-0-5 




66 

0-6-15 




67 

0-5-10 




68 

0-5-10 




69 

0 -0-1 0 




no 

0 -2-10 




111 

0 -11-0 




112 

0-7-15 




113 

0—4— 1 5 




114 

0 -1-10 




106 

0-9-5 




lOS 

0 -0-10 




104 

0 -1-0 




116 

0-1-5 




148 

0-0-5 




160 

0-17-0 




161 

0 —0—1 0 




162 

0-0-5 




163 

1-5-10 




165 

0-0-5 




166 

0 -0-2 




167 

0-0-3 


34 

9-3-5 

168 

0 -12-0 

169 

0-18-10 


0 —0— 1 0 

270 

1 -1-0 

269 

0 -0-10 

268 

0-7-10 

271 

0 -0-10 

280 

0-2-5 

277 

0-7-5 

276 

0-7-5 

275 

0-7-15 

274 

0-7-0 

273 

0 -8-0 

272 

0 —0— 1 0 

225 

0 -6-0 

298 

0-0-5 



—ws3(ii)] *nt!r Trirrs; 7, 

'1T)“'“7I) (Tf 


S.O. 3104.—Whereas it appears to the Central Govern¬ 
ment that it is necessary in the public interest that for the 
transport of Petroleum from H.B. to J. in Uttar Pradesh 
State pipeline should be laid by the Gas Authority of India 
limited, 

And whereas it appears that for the purpose of laying sttch 
pipeline, it is necessary to acquire the right of user in the 
land described in the schedule annexed hereto ; 

Now, therefore, hi exercise of the powers conferred bj 
sub-section (I3 of the_ Section 3 of (he Petroleum and Mine¬ 
rals Pipelines (Acquitlon of Right of User in the I.and) Act, 


1987/^rT8; 16,1909 

3895 

('sr;' 

(6) (7) 

299 

0-0-10 

9 02 

0-2-0 

:toi 

O 

1 

( 

300 

0-1 1-0 

31 1 

0-0-5 

312 

0-1-0 

313 

0-0-10 

319 

0- 3-1 5 

318 

0-16-15 

315 

0-16-15 

314 

0- 3-0 

316 

0-1-5 

317 

0-16-10 

321 

0-0-5 

518 

0— 0-5 

3 1 

9- 7- 1.5 

34 

9- 3-5 

65 

18-11-0 

4.69 62 

[TT. O-140l6/2 94/84'3fW] 

1962 (50 of 19621, the Ceiitial Government hereby declnic.s 
its intention to acquire the tight of user therein; 

Provided that any person interested in the said land may, 
within 2l days from the date of this notification object to 
the laying of llie pipeline under Ilie land to the Cotnreii.nl 
Authority, Gas Authority of India Ltd. H.B.J. Pipeline Pio- 
ject, Vikas Deep Building. 22, Station Road, Liicknow-226019 


U.P. 

And every person malcing ^Llch an objection shall also 
state sjiecifically whether he wishes to be heard m person or 
bv legal practitioner. 


Supplimentary Case (Schedule) 
H.B.J. GAS PIPE LINE PROJECT 


District 

Tahsil 

Pargana 

Village 

Plot No. Area in acres 

Remark 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 6 

7 


Unnao Unnao Harha Bhanisi Chafur 13 0-4-10 

14 0-7-10 

15 0-4-15 

16 0-10-10 

19 0-1-0 

50 0 - 16-10 

49 0-0-10 

51 0-14-10 

45 0-6-10 

44 0-1-5 

43 0-13-0 


87(1443 Or~4 
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1 2 3,45 

6 7 

Unnao Unnao Harha Bhanisi Cliatiir 58 

04)-15 

196 

0-0-5 

66 

0-6-: 5 

67 

0-5-10 

68 

0-5-10 

69 

0-0-10 

HO 

0-2-10 

111 

0-11-0 

112 

0-7-1 5 

113 

0-4-15 

114 

0-1-10 

106 

0-9-5 

105 

0-0-10 

104 

0-1-0 

116 

0-1-5 

148 

0-0-5 

160 

0-’7-0 

161 

0-0-10 

162 

0-0-5 

163 

1-5-10 

165 

0-0-5 

166 

0-0-2 

1.67 

0-0-3 

34 

9-3-5 

168 

0-12-0 

169 

0-18-0 


0-0-10 

270 

1-1-0 

269 

0-0-10 

268 

0-7-10 

271 

0-0-10 

280 

0-2-5 

277 

0-7-5 

276 

0-7-5 

275 

0-7-15 

274 

0-7-0 

273 

0-8-0 

272 

0-0-10 

225 

0-6-0 

298 

0-0-5 

299 

0-0-10 

302 

0-2-0 

301 

0-4-S 

300 

0-14-0 

311 

0-0-5 

312 

0-1-0 

313 

0-0-10 
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12 3 4 5 6 7 


319 

0-3-15 

318 

0-16-15 

315 

0-16-15 

314 

0-3-0 

3i6 

0-1-5 

317 

0-16-10 

321 

0-0-5 

518 

0-0-5 

31 

9-7-15 

34 

9-3-5 

65 

18-11-0 


OR 

4.6962 


[No. 0-14016/294/84-OP] 

^,3TT. 3105.—W; 3lt^ ('^JPT % stfsTlTR Tl 3 T^t) 

1902 ( 1962 4iT SO) OT7T 3 JTfPTr (l) % WXcT ^TT^OT ^ ^^^44 sflT 47^47 

ir5ITi?f4 ®Pt 3Tfa^j(^T 44.511. 4, 5 66 (t) 4Tf]4r 8-6-87 SrnT%7^t4 fT?7f4T ^ 447 51^7^/441 ^ 44^4 *7 

^44T % '3‘'T#T % 37(4444 4(7 TI^'T 'Tr?4r 4?f 31^574 4rT^ 471 37741 37144 ^4c7 47T 

«rr I 

3flT z^: jrrfwrft 4 444 37(^4 ^ mri 6 ^ (i) 4 t 37414 414 : 17 : ^ ^ ^ ^ 1 

37V, 3714 471; %7^T4 4WC 4 4477 ITTO <77 f44R 474^ % 414111 114 37^^/441 77 W4 44^^ 4 f^ft- 
«^f44f 4 WT>7 44 37r4477T 3^44 444 47 (4(4744 (447 | I 

314, 314: ^ 31(4(444 74 4147 6 74 44tTrrr (l) 5777 44^7 4^74 47 44'l4 474 f4 47417 445- 

3T7T 4(f44 ^ (4 44 37r47g;447 4 7r474 3{4^4( 4 f4(^i73 4fT ^f44( 4 47414 41 3rr44l7 41?44rB4 f4®T4 ^7 
374(44 ^ (44 4455771 3if44 (447 4741 f I 

37(7 3714 477 'tTTTT 74 444777 ( 4) 5777 54f4 ifrf^ 47 57474 474 |4 474R (444 5lf( t (4 447 

'(jf44li 4 ^4414 47 37ftT4R 47^ 777477 4 (4%! ^ ^ 4474 477?f(4 44 577fa474 ( 4 . 4 4tf( 4T4737( ^ 444 
^ if 44747 4 5747144 ^ ^ ?rif(4 4t f4f^4 ’ 


■31^^74 474 37^^ 
n;4.4(.4.44 4R4 4T?4 57’(jt47 


444« 

T^TflTT 

47447 

4T4 

4T2T 4. 

M 1^477 

(4474 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

^3T^T 

(4447 

<s 

(^47 

37(44( 

959 

0-04 







[4. 3fr-l'401R/7/8 4- 

-3(W)] 
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S.O. 3105.—Wliereas by notification of the Government 
of India in the Ministry of Petrolciim & Natural Ga§, S.O. 
566(E) dated 8-6-87 under .sub-section (1) of Section 3 
of the Petroleum and Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of 
Right of IJbcr in Ltuid Act, 1962 (50 of 1962), the Cential 
Government declared its intention to acquire the right of 
user in the lands specified in the schedule appended to that 
notification for purpose of laying pipeline ; 

And whereas the Competent Authority has undei* Sub¬ 
section (1) of Section 6 of the said Act, submitted report 
to the Government ; 

And further whereas the Central Government has, after 
considering the said report, decided to acquire Ihc right of 


user in the land.s specified in the schedule appended to this 
natification ; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the power conferred by 
■sub-section (1) of the Section 6 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that the right of user, in the 
said lands specified in the schedule appended to this noti¬ 
fication hereby acquired for laying the pipeline ; 

And further in exercise of power conferred by sub-section 
(4) of the section, the Central Government directs that the 
right of user in the said lands shall instead of vesting in 
Central Government vests on this date of the publication of 
(h's declaration the Gas Authority of India Limited free 
from encumbrances. 


Supplimentary Case (Schedule) 
H.B.J. GAS PIPE LINE PROJECT 


District 

Tahsil 

Pargana 

Village 

Plot No. 

Area in acres Remark 

1 


3 

4 

5 

6 7 

Etawah 

Bidhuna 

Bidhuna 

Asini 

959 

0-0-4 

[No. 0-14016/7/8LGP] 


3TT. 3106:—qff: afk crTWvTT^ ('JjftT it ^ afftEfin; 

^ 3 r#r) srftrfiETtr, 1962 (1902 ^ so) ^ tm 3 # iJTfrrrT (1) % snsfR vtttt % q-^'rfsfTff 

aftr % Rerm ^ arftrgw ^t. 059 ftpTPP 2-7-37 gnrr t 

?r it ^iptf % ^ arfspiifT ^ wf ^ % %q; sreif ^ arq^- arwir 

^ftfucT tPT ferr xrr 1 

SET tT?r: UTSiEr arTsr^m qft etht 6 :3*mm (i) ^ sisfPt ^ TTfrl- ? ifr ^ i 

yYr amr qTf: iprjftiT irw it ftTiV qr % qwrr ^ arf^^pTr tt if Mirface 

'(jlw if 'STifriT wr afftRTiT qRif qq fen 11 

3R, 3R; affMifTPT qtt wm b qtr tRtmr {i) sm nfe qrr wr qrcit grr nRpn: crT^r 

I fqi W it nfRT if ^ vjfiTzft if :jqTR qq aifepTT % smsPT 

% fEPt Ud'^si G 3|fjtT fetTT aifqi ^ | 

■JftT SfR :3n tIKT qft ^RtJRT ( 4) 5TTT STvT nfepft qq IRK qR?r gir nWTX fi#!! iffft | fT 

'flfett it qrr srftRnr: ncqirc it KTRffPr ihr mfsRRTf %, if nuft ^OTstt q nq? 

^ if niwr % JnPTOTf rt crrfPsr q?r sPrr i 

3R^ ^ apj^ 

TT . ^'t. ^. thr trryT itfefe 


Tpm 


TGRT 

ttm 

rfRT tr. 


fefTtiT 

1 

- 2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 



406 fir. 

0-01 

447 

396 fiT- \ 

0-08 


406 fe- / 


199 

406fTf. 

0-0 5 

235 

406 fiT- 

0-03 

311 

406 fir. 

0-0 4 

438 

406fiT. 

0-04 

439 

407fil. 

0-03 




fen f ftfd) 


amTfrnr 


dPHURds 
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1 
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2 3 4 5 6 7 

322 407 fJT. 0-14 

408 f^, 

3 1 2 fir. 

^TFft 406 0-12 

407 

408 

409 

412 

413 

321t^ 410f^l. 0-63 

411 fir. 

412fiT. 

413fir. 


321 

414 

0-02 

3430; 

385fJT. 

(1-04 


386k, 


3 4 3-^ 

385 k. 

0-54 


386 k. 


42 

313k. 

0-68 


3 I 4 k. 



315k. 



383k. 



385 k. 



2-5 4 ^W:t 


^FTirTH 





3 15k. 

0-01 

Kr^-' 



o 

3 1 5 k. 

0-13 


319k. 


212 

407k. 

0-0 5 


409 k. 


215 

407k. 

0-06 

74 

407 k. 

0-08 

418 

406 k 

0-09 


407k. 


357 

406 k. 

0-03 

449 

406k. 

0-02 

358 

406 k . 

0-03 


^ JTT^ M<-4| ' 



390 

0-02 


382 

0-10 


381 

0-47 


376 

0-16 


375 

0-10 


374 

0-10 
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1 2 3 4 5 6 7 


373 

0-16 

372 

0-07 

371 

0-47 


2-1,6 


2-45 

zfrir 

4-60 


?•/' 

snfiawr^) 
ajtq'fPcfl anr 

[t. 3fI-140l6/l 06/85-^^t] 
3?^ fffT, ^<T 


S.O. 3106 .-— Wheieas by notification ol the Cioveniment 
of India in the Ministry of Petroleum & Natural Gas, S.O. 
059 dated 2-7-87 under sub-section (11 of Section 3 
of the Petroleum and Minerals Pipeline.! (Aequisition of 
Right of U-ser in Lan^ Act, 1962 (50 of 1962J, the Central 
Government declared its intention to acquire the right of 
user in the lands specified in the schedule unbended to that 
notification for purpose of laying pipeline ; 

And whereas the Competent .\ulhoritv h.is under Sub¬ 
section (I) of Section 6 of the said Act, submitted report 
to the Government ; 

And further whereas the Central Government has, after 
considerinR the said report, decided to acquire the right of 


user in the lands .specified in the schedule appended to this 
notification ; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of ihc power conferred by 
.sub-:,ect'on (T) of Ihc Section 6 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that the right of user in the 
.said lands specified in the schedule appended to this noti- 
ficalion hereby acquired for laying the pipeline ; 

And further in exercise of power conferred by sub-secliou 
(4) of that section, the Central Government dircsets thal 
the right of user in the said lands siiall instead cf vesting in 
Central Government vests on this date of the publication of 
this declaration in the Gas Authority of India Ltd. free from 
encumbrances. 


Supplimentary Case (Schedule) 
H.B.J. GAS PIPE LINE PROJECT 


District 

Tahsil 

Pargana 

Village 

Plot No. 

Area in acres Remark 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 7 


Farrukhabad Chhibra Man 

Talgram 

Tamiya Man 

Nali 

406 Mi 

0-01 




447 

396 Mi 

406 Mi 

0-08 




199 

406 Mi 

0-05 




235 

406 Mi 

0-03 




311 

406 Mi 

0-04 




438 

406 Mi 

0-04 




439 

407 Mi 

0-03 




322 

407 Mi 

408 Mi 

392 

0-14 




Nali 

406 

0-12 





407 






408 






409 






412 






413 





[mn Il—srt 3( 

n)] 

TrsnWf: WRT 7,198 7/^raT Ifl.lUOy 
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T 

'y 

3 4 5 

C> 

7 



321A 

410 Mi 

411 Mi 

412 Ml 

413 Mi 

~0^3 



321 A 

414 

0-02 



343 A 

385 Mi 

386 Mi 

0-04 



343B 

385 Mi 

386 Mi 

0-54 



42 

313 Mi 

314 Mi 

315 Mi 




383 Mi 

385Mi 






2-45 acres 

Famikhabad 

Chhibra Mau 

Talgram Tamilyamau Chuk Marg 315 Mi 

0-01 



2 

315 Mi 

319 Mi 

0-13 



212 

407 Mi 

409 Mi 

0-03 



215 

407 Mi 

0-06 



74 

407 Mi 

0-08 



418 

406 Mi 

407 Mi 

0-09 



357 

406 Mi 

0-03 



449 

406 Mi 

0-02 



358 

406 Mi 

0-03 



Chukaut No. 





390 

0-02 




382 

0-10 




381 

0-47 




376 

0-16 




375 

0-10 




374 

0-10 




373 

0-16 




372 

0-07 




371 

0-47 





2-15 





2-45 





4-60 





Sd/- 





Competant Authorrt> 




Gas Aiilbority of India Limited 





Lucknow 




[No, 

0-14016/106/85-GP] 
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^ 27 3rsf^, 1987 

'TT. STT. 310 7.—3r«rrf^ sifr 

RtFhSu % tmi 6 (1) ^ wr 

1962 % 3i7?f% qrSTT ■?TW% 

fHHRira^ P' ^Tjrttr ^mfr ^'EfFr srfyr^ 

f^f^TT I qT»T ^ trmlr r i jito 7 
(l) rnr? fiFTOTI 91^ 11^ 1962 

ir -d^-^ndd .91^9 TT^ TFTI 99" fwfT 31-8*87 
^ ^ 9^ fw ^ I 

aFT:, t, aT^3T#TT ^fSTiT 

IWT 4 ( 1 ) qfffwi Ttu^ f>FR'H«l WT f^FEI 
1963 % SFclW i'0(*aK| fTTR- f<9T9r Tt 

IT wmf Jr 9119 TTIT TrT% % 9iT!?- 9fl TTTfJr TT 
ferPP arfr^fTT 9^TFrT f 1 

tht ; TKTsrtT fm ; sTTfsrr : aTrrarr 

ar^. TTT HTT ^1^ TTTpT 

__ _ _ TTflTt9^ _ 

1. 9R5m^I 31'8~87 

New Delhi, the 27th October, 1987 

8,0. 3107.—Whereas Gas Authority of India Ltd, has ac¬ 
quired t’lc right of user under section 6(1) of the Petroleum 
and Minerals Pipeline Act, 1962 for laying the pipeline in the 
villages mentioned in the Schedule given below and has com¬ 
pleted the laying of pipeline as referred to in clause 1 of section 
7(1) of the Petroleum and Minerals Pipe line Act, 1962 in 
following villages on 31-8-87. 

1, V.P. Ajmera Competent Authority, Ujjain/Guna hereby 
notify under rule 4 (1) of the petroleum and Minerals Pipeline 
Rules 1963 theabove mentioned date as the date of termination 
of operation laying the pipeline in these villages. 


State M.P. District Jhahua Tahsil Jhabuo 


S. No. Name or the village 

Date of 
termination 
of the 
operation 

1. Padal Ghati 

31-8-87 


99. ?TT. 3108.—^prrf^ WT) ifeqr 
% UTLT 6(1) trtrs- rTH<e0 9TI9 

TTVT T9T 1962 % «ITr% 91^9 TTIT 
P-f^hpTpfrT T qitllu TTtff T gTtfPT *rftl9nT 

91^ fw I TTipi inrf Jr9TT9r 1 uru 

7(1) tpiT ftTTTvT 9T^ TTIT 1962 

Jf Tf^'PaVi 9TI9‘ TTIT 99 993} P^d l -h ' 3*9*87 

97 } 979 ; ftpiT ^ I 


WT: J}, 'ft. 'STTfJm TWT SfTfU97rft TTJt^T 

fTtW 4 ( 1 ) ^jtPTTT tpTI fTTTTvT 9TI9 STTi:;! fT9T 
1963 % WTiTT tT^T5[?ra friT frriTf 97't 

IT TTTt it9m TTIT % 97Ff 9ft TTTFt 971 

f977t97 ?rftT^[f^ 97Tfrr 1 1 

THT • TtT 9%W fm : STTi TTTftT; T99T9L 


T7J. 97. TTTTTT 

't>i4 TTrPr 9T 


1^9797 

1. TITT 

3-9-8 7 

2. fTTTTTT 

3-9-87 

3. l^TTTT 

3-9-87 

4. TTTTT 

3-9-87 

,S. "S'itfld s*lIT 

3-9-87 

6. 97^17 

3-9-87 

S. 0 . 3108.—Whereas Gas Authority of India Ltd. has 

acquired the right of user under section 6 (1) of the Petroleum 
and Minerals Pipeline Act, 1962 for laying the pipeline in the 
villages mentioned in the Schedule given below and has com¬ 
pleted the laying of pipeline as referred to in clause 1 of section 
7(1) of the Petroleum and Minerals Pipeline Act, 1962 in 

following villages on 3-9-87. 


1, V.P. Atnere Competent Authority, Ujjain/Guna hereby 

notify under rule 4(1) of the 

Petroleum and Minerals 

Pipeline Rules 1963 the above mentioned date as the date of 
termination of operation laying the pipeline in these villages. 

State : M.P. District : Dhar 

Tahsil ; Badnawar 

S. No. Name of the village 

Date of 
termination of 


the operation 

I. Sandia 

3-9-87 

2. Tilgaru 

3-9-87 

3. Multhan 

3-9-87 

4. Dhamna 

3-9-87 

5. Kachibaroda 

3-9-87 

6. Karoda 

3-9-87 


9T, ?rT. 3109.—ffr 9ITTf7^ SriTi ^ZTT 

frfr^ ^ um 6(1) ^itfTTT fTTT^r 9 ti9 

TTIT T9I 1962 ^ SITT^T 9T^ TUT 

fr^rfr^JT t irtr rrrr'f Jr TTTtr tstTsttr 

f97TT I TI93I; Tf friT TTTf if 9TR 1 Unr 
7(1) ^ritfTTT tpiT fTTTTT 9TI9 TTIT T9I 1962 
if af^Tfiad 9719 TTIT ITTJ' 9T 97IT f9Tt97 7*9-87 
97t^ 97T ftTTT t I 

TT: t, 5^ . 'fr. TTTitTT TTT 9TfT97rft 

tTTT 4 ( 1 ) JftfTTT ipfl fTTTivT 9TI9 TTIT 
frnr i96 3 %■ ‘sttttt o^^^STTr friTT5^fiaT fT7Tr97 
97t IT TTTf if 9719 TTIT % TP} 9ft TTlfiT 
9T [q’li'f ^nCTT ^ I 






3(ii)] 
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TTTiT TIM sr^w 

__ 

*rj. TTTTnTFr tt 4 ^miP^ m 


1. Trra^TT 7-9-87 

2 . T<gitff r g rtT —”— 

3. —'— 

4. —”— 

S.O.3109.—Whereas Oas Authority of India Ltd. has ac¬ 
quired the right of user under section 6(1) of the Petroleum 
and Minerals Pipeline Act, 1962 for laying the pipeline in the 
villages mentioned in the Schedule given below and has com¬ 
pleted the laying of pipeline as referred to in clause 1 of section 
7 (1) of the Petroleum and Minerals Pipeline Act, 1962 in 
-following villages on 7-9-87. 

I, V. P. Ajmera, Competent Authority UJJaln/Guna hereby 
notify under rule 4(1) of the Petroleum and Minerals Pipeline 
Rules, 1963 the above rnenticned date as the date of 
termination of operation laying the pipeline in these villages. 

State M.P. District UJjain TahsU Badnagar 


S. No. Name of the village 

Date of 
termination of 
the operation 

1, Malpura 

7-9-87 

2. Mahudialam 

7-9-87 

3. Makdawan 

7-9-87 

4. Suwasa 

7-9-87 


M. M. 3110;—^ % ffTl RcO ' ^ 

sP rqr ndPH^s ^ trnr 0(1) friwir 

eii^n n^fd, 1962 % HH4 ^it>i 

I 5 ^ Mrfrrirnff Jr ^wtrr ?!%- 

ftptir ^ ^ Ptm irrift Jf 1 

Rm 7 ( 1 ) frpnHT wi mvt 

1962 Jr ^tFT *614 Hipi'Ti 

7-9-87 

«rt: #, . 'ft. ^DTJrrr, 115TT1 ai rayift 

4 ( 1 ) 'r^tftrrtr ftrpce^r 'ttm Pm, 

1963 ^ tfflS^ar'tT fTM tg^rfisRT fMttp ifft 

UTrft JrTrM eiii^n % *Tif4 ti*i 1 tpT 

TIM ITMSI^ fwr 




15. 

RIR RTR 

liT^ RRlP?r M 
ftftlt 

1. 


7-9-87 

2. 

V rs 


3 . 


Ji 


S.O.3110.—Whereas Gas Authority of India Ltd. has acquir¬ 
ed the right of user under section 6(1) of the Petroleum and 
Minerals Pipeline Act, 1962 for laying the pipeline in the villages 
mentioned in the Schedule given below and has completed the 
laying of pipeline as referred to in clause 1 of section 7 (1) of 
the Petroleum and Minerals Pipeline Act, 1962 in following 
villages on 7-9-87, 

I, V.P. Ajmera, Competent Authority, Ujjain/Guna hereby 
notify under rule 4(1) of the Petroleum and Minerals Pipeline 
Rules, 1963 the above mentioned date as the date of termination 
of operation laying the pipeline in these villages. 

State M.P. District Ujjaio Tahsil Khachrod 


S. No. Name of the village 

Date of 
termination of 
the operation 

1 . Rmambaloda 

7-9-87 

2 . Khokari 

7-9-87 

3. Surjakhedi 

7-9-87 


M, M. 3111.—^ % Wftft WTR 

#Mi % MTi 6 ( 1 ) fJnw 

Ml^M tHUd Htd, 1962 % 4l'd4d 'TTM 'dUH 

PTMfftfer ^ ^ sNirVi *ifsr- 

MT 'M'4'1 Ppqi ^ InH JT T^TTST 1 

siTO 7 ( 1 ) fr^ism iTM ftrrw ttm q'lJ, 

1962 jf 'aifJrPsff TTM TTtSfJr M spw 

4-9-87 fMT |l 

*RT:R, . ft. «r4lJl<l, STlfffMft 
frm 4 ( 1 ) rHH <^ RW PlRR, 

1963 % 3r=frftr t^tr^TT PtM ReftfeR Rlt 

^ imft Jt'tim ^ RRifft 'tn 

TTJ. ap.J RTRRTR^ ’fip} RRlfft M 

nt-iiii 

1 . 4-9-87 

2. RlftR —”— 

3. —” — 

S.O,3lll.—^Whereas Gas Authority of India Ltd. has ac¬ 
quired the right of user under section 6(1) of the Petroleum 
and Minerals Pipeline Act, 1962 for laying the pipeline in the 
villages mentioned in the Schedule given below and has com¬ 
pleted the laying of pipeline as referred to in clause 1 of section 
7 (1) of the Petroleum and Minerals Pipeline ;^Act, 1962 in 
following villages on 4-9-87. 

I, V.P. Ajmera, Competent Authority, Ujjain/Guna hereby 
notify under rule 4(1) of the petroleum and Minerals Pipeline 
Rules, 1963 the above mentioned date as the date of termination 
of operation laying the pipeline in these villages. 


87/1443G1—3 
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State M.P. 

District UJjaln 

Tahsil Badnagar 

S.No, 

Name of the village 

Date of 
termination of 
the operation 

1. 

Mundat 

A9-87 

2. 

Baloda Hassan 

A9-87 

3. 

Hamawada 

4-9-87 


TT. 3112.—<T«rrft€t «rfT: 

%mTT 6(i) r*n<w{ WT 

WHW 1962 % <11^ qiVT 

TjrftT irnff irfspfn: 

^ ^ UTiff Jr *PTT3r i Erm 

7 ( 1 ) fJTHTW WT 1362 

Jf y^JrHa'd ^ ^ firmr 31 - 8-87 

^7^ ^ fiWT 11 

«pr; 'fr. ehiJto, ^wtr irrfERrr^V 
%nT 4 ( 1 ) irnr fJnrrw w fJm, 

1963 ^ *P?nf?T y«?vl[*ad frlFfr 

^ iTHTf Jt'ttvt ^ srrr^ i^t ?r»TrfJd 

'^nftdtfr wry^rdd 'PTfrr^ 1 

TI^ irsilir^ f^Tdl FT^^TT 

dPTlim ^ H*rTfid FT 

ftdTF 

1. ITFrfW 31-8-87 

2 . Ft«mr —”— 

3 . —”— 

4. iwrtd —"— 

5. *rT^ —”— 

6. TrsrtJrTT —”— 

7 . WT^ —"- 

8. ^4l^(d —"— 

9. fdrrdiir —"— 

10. Tnyrq- |y r —”— 

11 . —’’— 

12 . —”— 

1 3. WtSWTT —”— 

1 4. —”— 

1 5. —”— 

S.O. 3112,—Whereas Gas Authority of India Ltd. has 
acquired the right of user under section 6 (1) of the Petroleum 
and Minerals Pipeline Act, 1962 for laying t,he pipeline in the 
villages mentioned in the Schedule given below and has com¬ 
pleted the laying of pipeline as referred to in clause 1 of section 
7 (1) of the Petroleum and Minerals Pipeline Act, 1962 in 
following villages on 31-8-87, 

I, V.P, Ajmera, Competent Authority Ujjain/Guna hereby 
notify under rule 4(11 of the Petroleum and Minerals Pipeline 
Rules, 1963 the above mentioned date ns the date of termination 
of operation laying the pipeline in these villages. 

State M.P. District Petlawad Tahsil Jhabua 


S. No. Name of the village 

Sate of 

termination of 
the operation 

1. Dhawalia 

31-8-87 

2. Soyala 

31-8-87 

3. Alsiakhedi 

31-8-87 

5. Ruparail 

31-8-87 

6. Bawadi 

31-8-87 

7. Sahelia 

31-8-87 

8. Barabet 

31-8-87 

9. Ruparail 

31-8-87 

10. Rasamia 

31-8-87 

11. Gahbapada 

31-8-87 

12. Dhabadi 

31-8-87 

13. Begum Berdi 

31-8-87 

14. Bodayata 

31-8-87 

IS. Lalpura 

31-8-87 

16. Mahudiapada 

31-8-87 

FT. 31T. 3113. —'FPP % 

snrrfTsft 3rtF 

^PlRTfT ftriRtT ^ qro 6 ( 1) flfFCW 

?mpT IT^, 1962 ^ 31Tfpf^ (TIVT 

^ PinPyRg'd Jf 

Rlftt ft 'd'fftl'h 

FftJFTT arjfsT fw | pTTJT 

RTftt ft IMI'4 

1 OTTT 7 ( 1 ) ^rfrftFnr wf otift 

1962 JryeJrftrr 'Tr?<T 
flTTiF 3-9-87 FT ftPE 11 

Tinft FT Frft 

3RT: . 'ft. aDlftn, BUET 

mfftFTft yfFJhr 

ftfiFT 4 ( 1 ) t^ EfTTcB 'TT^'T FTTF ftWR, 

1963 % aF?r»f?T ^d-^aUI y6?lPdd' fa^ftF Ft 

^ iTfift ft 'htt nrrft % 

FT frftF 3Tfa^(HRT FTffT ^ I 

Flft S|ft Btfrftsi 

TTJtT ftffft?r Ff^FlT 



3T>T.F. ^HDT Flft TT^TlIftl ?fft 


ftBtF 

1. 

3-9-87 

2 . ^Tftkr^PWT 


3 . FTOftrftsn: 

If 

4 . arFfPT^T-T 

, If 

f 

5 . ftr-FFT 

ft 

6. Fti'M4,'<T 

ff 

7. F?tTFI^ 



S.O. 3113.—Whereas Gas Authority of India Ltd. 
has acquired the right of user under section 6(1) of the Petro¬ 
leum and Minerals Pipeline Act, 1962 for laying the pipeline 
in the villages mentioned in the Schedule given below and has 
completed the laying of pipeline as referred to in clause I of 
section 7(1) of the Petroleum and Minerals Pipehno Act, 1962 
in following villages on 3-9-87. 



fKTTT 3('i)] 


trmvi 7,19S7/¥lfrW 16,1909 
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I, V.P. Ajmera, Competent Authority Ujjain/Guna hereby 
notify under rule 4(1) <rf the Petroieum and Minerals Pipeline 
Rules, 1963 the above mentioned date as the date of termi¬ 
nation of operation laying the pipeline in these villages. 


State M.P. District Ujjain 

Tehsil Badnagar 

S. Name of the Village 

Date of 

No. 

termination 


of the 


operation 

1. Sunderabad 

3-9-87 

2. Balodalakha 

3-9-87 

3. Jalod Sanjar 

3-9-87 

4. Ajadawada 

3-9-87 

5. Mindaka 

3-9-87 

6. Kamanpur 

3-9-87 

7. Kolyanpura 

3-9-87 


VI. an. 3114-.—^ annf^ arra 

^PnriT 6 (l) fipRW 

WT 1962 % anrnfn 'TITT 

^ if (mrf ifarftr- 

'PK Pptt § tjtnj ^ fifR’ irw if tfnnsr i 

srm 7 ( 1 ) ^^rftnnT ffTron wr 

1962 ^ 'se^Rstii nT?R sitid W iFFT f^'ii’h 

3-9-87 *fft ^*‘1 V'Q forr § 1 

m: t, 3^f. "fr. R«T«T 

fim 4(1) ^ fRdTen WT WT fiT^TR 

1963 % 3rfri% t^napiTr ffTPn ^ 

mW if'TI^ 1T51% % »FPT ^ 

arfti^f^h *eWl 

xm T?tHr«T 


arr^ 


am. %. 

HR 

Rtf IRTfm tfff 
Rt'ii'e 

1. 

'5*jr«mT 

3-9-87 


S.0.3114—^Whereas Gas Authority of India Ltd. 
has acquired the right of user under section 6(1) of the Petto - 
leum and Minerals Pipeline Act, 1962 for laying the pipeline 
in the villages mentioned n the Schedule given below and 
has completed the laying of pipeline as referred to in clause I 
of section 7(1) of the Petroleum and Minerals Pipeline Act, 
1962 in following villages on 3-9-87. 

I, V.P. Ajmera Competent Authority, UJjain/Guna 
hereby notify under rule 4(1) of the petroleum and Minerals 


Pipeline Rules, 1963 the above mentioned date as the date of 
termination of operation laying the pipeline in these villages. 

State r M.P. District: Ratinm 

Tahsil ; Ratlara 

S. Name of the village 

No. 

Date of 
termination 
of the 
operation 

1. Sujiana 

S-9-87 


vr. 3TT. 3115.-9^% ai m fc ff 

^ UKT 6 ( 1 ) ^ 'TTTT 

i8T?T ITJfT, 1962 if aRT^ffT TlTT ^ 

fifnrftsrfeT apj^-^tif irmf if ^<T>r arfOTnr 

aR^ fW % ^ fRR 3rnff if WR 1 ffTTI 

7 ( 1 ) 137 W .1962 

ir 'tttt ’in «frr 4 ftRtfi 17*9- 

87^ tfT^: fen |i 

anr: if, . 'ft. aRRTT, R5R STrfefiTft 

feR 4(1) finron 'TfeT HTTH feR, 

1963 % 3Rnhr ip^rra f^TR ferfe vt 

ITRt ifTI^ ^ Rtf >lft RRlfR R 

felR arfij^i;fiEr?r RCdTT 51 


TiR REtTsriBr tjdhr ti^^ftw httrt 

arj^ 


am. ^. HR HR 

Rtf IRlfm R 
ferfe 

1. 314fT(R^ff 

17-9-87 

2. 

tJ 

3. 

ff 

4, 

ft 

5. 

n 

6. HfeHT 

ft 

7. HTlfSHT 

If 

8. 

t) 

9 HIRrtH 

ft 

10. RPmjTT 

}> 

11. HTfftfen 

tf 

12. HHHTfT 

if 

13. 

)f 

14. 

jj 

15. 

ft 

16. 

>1 


S.0.3115.—Whereas Gas Authority of India Ltd. 
has acquired the right of user under sectio n 6(1) of the Petro¬ 
leum and Minerals Pipclne Act, 1962 for laying the pipeline 
in the villages mentioned in the Schedule given below and has 
completed the laying of pipeline as referred to in clause 1 of 
.section 7(1) of the Petroleum and Minerals Pipe line Act, 
1962 in following villages on 17-9-1987. 

I, V.P. Ajmera, Competent Autliority, Ujjain/Guna 
hereby notify under rule 4(1) of the Petroleum and Minerals 
Pipeline Rules, 1963 the above mentioned date as the date of 
termination of operation laying the pipeline in these 
villages. 
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State : M.P. District : Ujjain 

Tahsil : Tarana 

S. Name of the village 

Date of 

No. 

termination 
of the 
operation 

1. Dabda Rajput 

17-9-1987 

2, Lalakhedi 

17-9-1987 

3, Rupakhedi 

17-9-1987 

4. Kadal 

17-9-1987 

5. Chikali 

17-9-1987 

6. Bhodalya 

17-9-1987 

7. Barathiya 

17-9-1937 

8. Suchal 

lT-9-1987 

9. Makdon 

17-9-1987 

10. Bhagatpura 

17-9-1987 

11, Kadodiya 

17-9-1987 

12. Bagwada 

17-9-1987 

13. Harukhedi 

17-9-1987 

14. Rukhari 

17-9-1987 

15. Salonakhedi 

17-9-1987 

16. Rohwari 

17-9-1987 


^T. 3TT. 3116.—#«irT 
% tOTT 6 (l) filWfr 'ITTT 

1962 Sf^rffcT M'llfH' ^ 

pTTJrf^rfer Jr Jr ^^^>1 srt^mr 

3i^5T fell I ^ iiFff Jr wra 1 mrr ? 

(i) f^ERw 7n[q ?Trpr rpr?, i962 

# ^3^%fw WT ^n^r 'TT «ppt 14-9-87 

^ ^ 11 

3 W:, t . fr. arJi^, rr^iTiT a i f ^ y i O ' 

4(1) r[ti3 fjRtW W Wr ^TiET, 

1963 % 3r=?r^ lT?f;^ITO f^?TEP Vt 

. rpT miff Jf 97^ ^TIT^' % "PT^ ^ ri-fTTf'^ TT 

[^'ii9> *PT?fT jj I 

Ttm ^reEf5f^ rffEftfr 






^ mfJw WT 



Wrtf' 

1. 


14-9-87 

2. vm 


tt 

3. wftit 


tt 

S.O. 3116.—^Whereas Gas Authority of India Ltd. 
has acquired the right'of user under section 6(1) of the Pet¬ 
roleum and Minerals Pipeline Act, 1962 for laying the pipeline 
in the villages mentioned in the Schedule given below and 


has completed the laying of pipeline as referred to in clause 
1 of section 7(1) of the Petroleum and Minerals Pipeline Act, 
1962 in following villages on 14-9-1987. 

I, V-P-'Ajmera Competent Authority. Ujjain/GUna hereby 
notify under rule 4(1) of the Petroleum and Minerals 
Pipeline Rules, 1963 the abovementioned date as the date of 
termination of operation laying the pipeline in these 
Villages. 


State ; M.P, District : Ujjain Tahsil Mohidpur 


S. Name of the village Date of 

No. termination 

of the 
operation 

'1. Belakhcda- 14-9-1987 

Z Palwa 14-9-19 87 

3. Dagoti 14-9-1987 


aiT, 3117 .—^ »hr 3 rq 7 fr€t . am; 

#s7ii ^ ETKT 6 {1) ^ fJmw 

ril'^'i t(45, 1962 % oiTd<ld 'TT^'T ^TTVl ■sM'T. 

ftvTfJrf^rr ar^^ Jr ^srfti xrnff Jr rnirFr aiftr- 
I tte?; ’t? intff Jf WT^r 1 
SETT 7(1) ^^tfprrnT <Tr^?T 

1962 Jr 5t%fwrr 'mpT prnpT ^tt 9iT^ f^i^P 

17 - 9-8 7 fw I I 

3T!r; if, ®|V. 'fr. srsnrrT, rnsrtr jnfmnfr, 
ffpET 4 (i) if^fr^Ertr tnn fiR7:?rr mirv vnrpr fRjrR, 

1963 % ap^ntrr ((g'^srtr fJFE 

mtil WITT inw^ % frr4 wRriJa'tftf^EPF 

srfwgfwtT g 1 

TTiRT Rwr sr^ VTTwrgr: ?ri[rfrw arm 

ar^ 

anj. %. >n7riT>T tpJ rrtrrf'arf ^ 

ftwfv 

1 . 17-9-87 

2. wimtT —"— 

3 . srrwr »nit — 

4. 5?t?T — 

5. trEERtT —"— 


S.O 3117—Whereas Gas Authority of India Ltd. 
baa acquired the right of user under section 6(1) of the Petro¬ 
leum and Minerals Pipeline Act, 1962 for la^ng the pipeline 
in the villages mentioned in the Schedule given below and has 
completed the laying of pipeline as referred to in clause 1 of 
section 7(1) of the Petroleum and Minerals Pipeline Act, 1962 
in following villages on 17-9-1967. 

I, V-P. Ajmeta, Competent Authority, IDjtlo/Ouna 
h«eby notify under rule 4(1) of the Petroleum and Minerals 
Pipeline Rules, 1963 the above mentioned date as the date of 
termination of operation laying the pipeline in these villagee. 


State ; M.P. District ; Shajapur Tahsil : Agar 


S. Name of the village 

No. 

Date of 
termination 
of the 
operaton 

1. Cbachakhedi 

17-9-1987 

2. Chandan Gaon 

17-9-1987 

3 Akyabati 

17-9-1987 

4. Suteda 

17-9-1987 

5- Beta wada 

17-9*1987 



(wWlI—tf* »Cii)J 
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irnMWr^'4pnr: Wi^7,i9S7f«tj%* le.isoe 


TT.aiT. 3118;—fa 3 TO r r<^ ajfa ^foOTT 

Mirfa ^ irm e (i) <ttvt- 

50^ rj^, 1962 ^ antnf^T 91^ WT1?T ^ 

iniff ^f afa^nr 

sTif^T fw I BTf ffar ’TPff ^f fPTK 1 snrr 

7 (i) f*T6T^ qwmnf^T itir:, 1902 

Jr 'nwTTT^T w ^ fsprnp 17 - 9 - 8 ? 

TtgW «fiT ffar 11 

3Tcr: #, fr. 3rfaTT, ^rsrn' faimfr 

4 (1) '^■^if<riim TT^ f^nw TT^ ?iT?;fT ffa^r 

1963 ^ 3Rnk ffaT ffafa ^ 

^51 imfi t 'Ttwnir^ ^ ^ ^HTTfa *pt 

ftfap aifftj^'fa i^nsTT 


TT^ TfOT ^tfa„ faMT mi'Jir^i; m ^K 


anj. tfriTimt 

(nrrffa tirr 

— < — 

1 . ^rtRTO 

17-9-87 


'S. O. 3118.—^Whereas Gas Authority of India Ltd. 
has acquired the risht of user under section 6(1) of the 
Petroleum and Minerals Pipeline Act, 1962 for laying the 
pipeline in the villages mentioned in the Schedule given 
below and has completed the laying of pipeline as referred to 
in clause 1 of section 7(1) of the Petroleum and Minerals Pipe¬ 
line Act, 1962 in following villages on 17-9-1987, 

1, V.P. Ajmera, Competent Authority, Ujjain/Ouna 
hereby notifliy under rule 4(1) of the Petroleum and Mine¬ 
rals Pipeline Rules, 1963 the above mentioned date as the date 
of termination of operation laying the pipeline in these 
villages. 


SCHEDULE 


State : M.P. District ; Shajapur 

Tahsil : Shajapur 

S. Name of the village 

Date of 

No. 

termination 


of the 


operation 

1. Dbofcar Gaon 

17-9-1987 


Jff 29 3pig;3rc, 1987 

anT. 3119.—«m: afhc flrffa «i r» [>TP tTir d (’^ ^ % ariwre vr 3(fa) isaa 

(1962 TT 50) OTTT 3 OTOTff (l) % anfa tqTOf ?r(?PK ^ 3^ ITTyfiTf fa faTSET ^ afa- 

^«PTT TT.arr. 2022 iTrffa 8-8-87 ffm %5#l7T % t3?f Jt fa«T Jf HriHR-xi ^ 

^'Tfar % atfOT iT c ^ % fa? ajfaff ^ t»!T apEH HWtf ^ ffai «rr I 

artx wwtf aiRpnO ?!■ !3*Rr afaPm ^ gro 6 ^TOKT (l) ^ ^TEPR 11 

artr sTEf uw; TORTC % ^ fpfti qR IrniK tPT^ % *nr«nq; Jf 

Jr =3fak TT 3rftmL arf^ >6^^ ttt Wrm ftnn | i 

aiT, jet: ^ 3tfijfam *i5t «Kr 6 ^ ttokt (i) am iran viffa w ufar gii (rum «i?ppm 
3 iftng;w Jr Jf ^ sjffaf Jf tgqfar m arfwR tnwrmr ffapr % fafsm 

u^r^arrr aifarr ftm 'srrar ^ i 

sft^ arrJf OTTT Jift ^trmTT ( 4 ) am irarr vrfwtft *Pt sifar fnfa fair t ftr ^ 

sjftiff if wfa ^ arfy^t. % 5 ^Et ?rw 3 : Jf f^%T 'nmfa fa ufafmr fJr. if ?p({V TOraff it ijw 

iR Jf ^ftw % w^i'nn ift w difltfl ^ ^Ett I 

TO 31^;^ 


^t. fa wEimi 3?rfa5 



aij[far 

mm 

auT 

ama. 

4 iia' 4 i'd 



1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 



afffar afffat Jtfa 72 0-08 


251 0-60 
232 0-75 
219 O-Ol 
227 0-01 


IJTOT 
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1 

2 3 

4 S « 7 


aflTkr sitin' 

225 0-05 


205 

0-04 

172 

0-05 

122 

0-27 

119 

0-14 

165 

0-20 

176 

0-18 

228 

0-06 

73 

0-06 

74 

0-16 


15 2-66 


New Delhi, the 29th October, 1987 

S.O, 3119.—Whereas by notification of the Government 
of India in the Ministry of Petroleum & N.O. S.O, 2022 
dated 8-8-87 under sub-section (I) of Section 3 of the Pet¬ 
roleum and Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of kight of TJsa 
in Land) Act, 1962 (50 qf 1962), the Central Government 
declared its intention to acquire the right of user in the 
lands specified in the schedule appended to that notification 
for purpose of laying pipeline; 

And Whereas the Competent Authority has under Sub-seo- 
tion (I) of Section 6 of the said Act, submitted report to 
the Government; 

And fm'ther whereas the Ceoaal Government has, aftm 
considering the said report, decided to acquire the right of 


[k. C)-14016/327/84-5ft'ft] 

user in the lands specified in the schedule appended to this 
notification; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of power conferred by sub¬ 
section (1) of the Section 6 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that the right of user in the 
said lands specified in the schedule appended to this notifica¬ 
tion hereby acquired for laying the pipeline; 

And Further in exercise of power conferred by sub-sec¬ 
tion \4) of the section, the Central Government directs that 
the right of user in the said lands shall instead of vesting in 
Central Government vests on this date of ihe publication of 
this declaration the Gas Authority of India Limited free 
from encumbrances- 


Supplementary Case (Schedule) 
H.B.J. GAS PIPELINE PROJECT 


District 

Tahsil 

Pargana 

Village 

Plot No. 

Acrea in acers Remark 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 ' 7 

Etawah 

Auraiya 

Auraiya 

Sehud 

72 

251 

0-08 

0-60 


252 0^75 

219 0-01 

227 0-01 

225 0-05 

205 0-04 

172 0-05 

122 0-27 

119 0-14 

165 0-20 

176 0-18 

228 0-06 

73 0-06 

74 0-16 


15 2-66 


[No. O-14016/327/84-GP] 






•WPTITJ 7,iet7 I 16/1B6(» 


3(ii)3 ■ 
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«PT. ilT. ?f, 3120.— m: WPT ?1T<FP: ^ ^ f^T t it^ an^TWP % % IT^ t 

t^. '^ft. fpp ^ 9 T yi7 iT? <^ t | i 77 f)< T tnfH’fr^r f^. am fwmf ^ ^’nftrT i 

sfiT UK; ^Tl^tK ^ t fr ^ Kurff *Ptfsrw[% «rrr Jnfrspr % Jf ^qtflK »r 

BlftnrR si1%K *PTKT armifipp I 1 


3TK: SR ^^tfWT affr qT59KTVT (’jfK if Kfb^ 'PT ST^K) arftrfJpiK, 1962 (l962 ^ 50) 

^ Km 3 ^ KTOm (i) sm jrarr nifty iff ^ swtK jtt %7jftK kwh: % ;iK^f KKKtK ^ arftnPR ait^ 
iimr TT sram arm tiKKim KtftK ftm I i 


?ni^ fti KiRT ijfir if %wb: Tff srftK kk ^ fwq; ani^ kctit irrfKTnff 

urmftK JfK mfimK ftr. ftrfm, 22 , frtr, Wf3?'2260i9 jj;. ff. nit ’?k arfti^fnKT nft Kifti? 

% 21 ftK % 'f(KT flT K%itT I 


3 ftT ^KT arr^'T KRT ®rftK ftftrf^rieK: irtf *fr nm fti wr ^ ft: KKnft 

« T ft< pra IK ft iiT Pprft ftfsr myiift % kt^k i 


1^. %. itK wT^rmr 



clf^ 

TliMT 


KmK. tRSHiK jftKTif 

ftmTiT 





itpfr 

KflJTT 


1 

2 

3 

4 5 

6 7 

8 

Km 

KKTK 


7 0 

247ftr. 0-6-5 



248fK. 

249ftT. 


WlTit 247ftr. 0-1-10 

248ftr. 

249fK, 

250'ftr. 

276 247ftr. 0-10-10 

248'fiT. 

m 

249fK. 

250Pt. 

185 249fK. 1-0-0 

250f5T. 

251 ftr. 

269fK. 


222 

250ftr. 

0-1-10 


251 ftr. 



269fir. 


297 

268fK. 

0-10-5 


279f5T. 



280fiT. 


Knornt 

280ftT, 

0-0-10 

1 27 

280ftT. 

0-7-10 


281 ftr. 



8 


24 


2-18-0 
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107 

280 Bt, 

281 Bt, 
282fiT. 

284fir, 

285ft-. 

1-0-0 


291 

0-4-10 


292ft. 

0-16-0 


293 ft. 

0—1 5—0 

254 

493 ft. 

494 ft. 

490ft. 

0-5-0 

297 

493 ft. 

494 ft. 

495 ft. 

490ft. 

1-6-0 

4 

490ft. 

0-6-5 

92 

490ft. 

499 ft. 

490ft. 

488ft, 

487ft. 

0-11-10 


0-0-10 

10 

488ft. 
487ft. 
486ft. 
501 ft. 

0-18-10 


7 

25 

6-3-5 


486ft-. 

0-0-10 

142 

486ft-. 

502 ft. 

503ft. 

519ft. 

0-12-10 

298 

502 ft. 

518ft. 

503ft. 

519ft. 

517ft-. 

0—6—1 5 


518ft. 

517 ft. 

0-0-10 

178 

517ft. 

0-7-0 

53 

517171. 

0-0-10 


517ft. 

0-0-10 

33 

517ft-. 

515ft. 

514ft. 

0-2-0 







[jmJI— 7,^0871*1^ 18,i$oo 391-1 



nw gTflTO JfTJT 117 514 fir 0-0-10 

513fiT. 

297 51 7 fiT. 1-3-0 


514fTT, 
5 1 5 fir . 
5 1 G fir . 
5 1 2 fiT. 


10 

25 

2-13-15 

288 

517 fn. 

0-0-5 

^ , 

516fn. 


90 

516 fn. 

0-1-5 


512 fn, 



5,7 0 , 

0-9-5 

274 

663 

0-18-15 


662 fn. 



6 6 2 fn. , 

0—0^ 1 0 

1 

661 fn, 

0-9-0 


662 f^. 



661 fJT. 

0-0- 1 0 


602 fn, 


275 

261 fscr. 

0-11-10 


262 fn. 



260 fn. 


249 

660 fn. 

0-3-10 

197 

660 f*ro 

0-3-10 

120 

660 fn. 

0-3-10 

5 

660 fn. 

0-3-10 

148 

6 60 fir, 

0-12-10 

1 2 

20 

3-17-10 

8 

24 

2-18-0 

7 

25 

6- 3- 5 

10 

25 

2-13-15 


37 94 1 5-1 2-1 0 

in 

3.9531 

[it O-140 1 6/5 5/'64-3fW>] 


87/144301—6 
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S.Q' 3120.—Whereas it appears to the Central Govern¬ 
ment' that it is necessary in the public interest that for the 
■transport of Pclrolciim from H.B. to J. in Uttar Pradesh 
State pipeline should be laid by the Gas Authority of India 
Ltd, 

■ And WTiertos it appears that for the purpose of laying 
such pipeline, it is necessary to- acquire the right of user 
in the land described in the schedule annexed hereto; 

Now, Therefore, it exercise of the powers conferred by 
siib-section (1) of the Section 3 of the Petroleum and Mine¬ 
rals Pipelines (Acqiiition of Right of User in th Land) Act, 


7, 1987/KARTIKA 16, 1909 [P.\rt il—S ec. 

■ tj. 1 [ , I , I r , ' V ‘*'1 . — ' II ■ . I i . . 

1962 (Jo of 1962), tho Central Government hereby declares 
its, intention to,^ acquire the right of user therein: 

Provided That any person interested in the said land may, 
within 2 ] days from the dale of this notification object to 
the laying of the pipeline under the land to the Competent 
Authority, Gas Authority of India Ltd., H.tiJ. Pipeline Pro¬ 
ject. Vikas Deep Building, 22. Station Road, Luctnow- 
226019 U.P. 

.And every pei'.son making such an objection shall also 
state specifically whether he wishes to be heard in person 
or by legal practitioner. 


Fresh (Schedule) 

H.BJ. GAS PIPE LINE PROJECT 


District Tehsil Pargana Village Plot No. Area in Remarks 

------—— Hectare/Bigha 

Chak No. Old No. 


1 


3 4 


5 6 7 8 


Unnao Unnao Harha Manoharpur 70 247 M 0-6-5 

248 „ 

249 

Chak Matg 247 „ 0-1-10 

248 „ 

249 

250 „ 

276 247 

248 .. 0-10-10 

249 

250 . 

185 249 „ 1-0-0 

250 

251 „ 

269 „ 

222 250 ,, 0-1-10 

251 „ 

269 „ 

297 268 „ 0-10-5 

279 „ 

280 „ 

Chak Marg 280 O-O-IO 

127 280 0-7-10 

281 „ 


24 2-18-0 


280 1-0-0 

281 
282 

284 

285 

291 0-4-10 

292 O-I6-0 


8 

107 




[»rT«r II— 


1 


Unuao 


Unnao 


■ 2 


Unnao 


Wr? 7,1987/wRnr 16,10(?» 

3 4 5 6 7 ' 


Harha 



293 

0-15-0 

254 

493 

494 

490 

0-5-0 

297 

493 

494 

495 

490 

1-6-0 

4 

490 

0-6-5 

92 

490 

499 

0-11-10 

Chak Marg 

490 

488 

487 

0-0-10 

10 

488 

487 

486 

0ul8-10 


501 


7 

25 

6-3-5 

Manoharpur Chak Marg 

486 

0-0-10 

142 

486 

502 

503 

519 

0-12-10 

298 

502 

518 

503 

519 

517 

0-61-15' 

Chak Marg 

518 

517 

O-O-lO 

178 

517 

0-7-0 

53 

517 

0-4)-10 

Chak Marg 517 

0-0-10 

33 

517 

515 

514 

0-2-0 

317 

514 

513 , 

0-0-10 

'297 

517 

5)4 

515 

516 

312 , 

1-3-0 


10 25 2-13-15 


S 
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Unnao Harha Manoharpur 288 


517 

0-0-5 

516 


516 

0-1-5 

^2- 



90 
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I '2 3 4 5 6 7 a 



570 

0-9-5 

274 

663 

O-Ig-15 


662 


Chak Marg 

662 

0-0-10 

1 

661 

0-9-0 


662 


Chak Marg 

661 

0-0-10 


662 


275 

261 

0-11-10 


262 



260 


249 

660 

0-3-10 

197 

660 

0-3-10 

120 

660 

0-3-10 

5 

660 

0-3-10 

148 

660 

0-12-10 

12 

20 

3-17-10 

a 

24 

2-18-0 

7 

25 

6-3-5 

10 

25 

2-13-15 

37 

94 

15-12-10 


or 

____ 3.9531 Hectaie_ 

[No. 0-[^16/55/84-GP] 

<PT.3rr, 3121.—inr: irmr vr irf sr^ft^r ftir | fv ^ 4? 3rr<nw^ t tot Rtvr Srcnr. 

ifw % qfcinpr % irrfwvjr 1^. jm ^srrfr ^fnri 

aftr 4?r; sr!ft?r ^ | fr ^ ^5^ 4fr fsrar^ 44 jnrm % txcrafqm ^ 

44 afftpT 'FT’n snWW ^ I 

3Rr; 3W arhc »Tf43r 'rrmr^T ^ %ariWn: 44 3rjf4) srfaf^JT, i962 (i962 44 so) 

4Plr srm 3 ^ ( 1 ) irt Jmr 44 snr>r 4n:^ jtt 4Rrn: ^ ^jflw twPt 44 arftmT 

4n:^ 44 3?4in arm 4 Tlw 1 1 

f4r ^ *4% ^ Ijlw % 4t% qrnv m?4 f4^ ^ 341^ 4344 !TTfEr44fV, 

4TTrfl4 SrrfiJ4rRr %. fff^T4, 22 , -d^, Hgr43;’226019 4?r w arfw^w 4?! fTT^or 

2 1 ft4 ^ vfRn: WK 4%4T I 

sfiT ^ 34 ^ 4R^ 444 5^ srfw 4? 'ft 4«T4 41^ 444 4? 47^ | fjp 444?! g44Tf 

•fffWW V«T TT ?rt 41 fiPTft f¥v ®T444ft 4?! 47^ I 


37^4T4 3rj5Kt 
T^r.'fl.#. »fff TTpr ^rTiE4 sfr^w 




747141 

imr 

4141 #. 


6S4W3ft7T4 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 


6 

7 


5WT 

■ 5^ 


36 


0-1-0 






e.8 


0-1-0 






260 


0-4-0 






263 


0-3-0 






4 


t>-9-0 



[?fo 0-1401 6/2»3/8 4-afV.4t.] 



5915 


7 , 1987 /^ 1 ^; 16, iyu9 


S.O. 3121.—Whereas it appears to the ,Cc>itral Govern¬ 
ment that it is necessary in the public interest that for the 
transport of Petroleum from H,B. to J. in Uttar Pradesh 
State pipeline should be laid by the Gas Authority of India 
Ltd.; 

And whereas it appears th&t for the purpose of laying 
such pipeline, it is necessary to acquire the right of user in 
the land described in the schedule annexed hereto; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (1) of the Section 3 of the Petroleum and Mine^ 
rals Pipelines (Acquition of Right of User in the Landl Act, 


1962 (50 of 1962), the Central Government hereby declares 
its intention to acquire the right of user therein; 

Provided that any person interested in the said land may, 
within 21 days from the date of this notification, object to the 
laying of the pipeline under the land to the Competent Au¬ 
thority, Gas Authority of India Ltd. H.B.J. Pipeline Project, 
Vika.s Deep Building, 22, Station Road, Lucknow-226019, 
U.P.; 

And every person making such an objection shall also 
state specifically whether he wishes to be heard in person 
or by legal practitioner. 


Supplimeatary case (SCHEDULE) 
H.B.J. GAS PIPELINE PROJECT 


District 

Tehsil 

Pargana 

Village 

Plot No- 

Area in Hectare 
/Bigha 

Remarks 

Chak No. 

Old No. 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

Utinao 

Purwa 

Purwa 

Maurawan 


36 

0 -1--0 







58 

0 -1-0 







260 

0-4-0 







263 

0-3-0 



4 0-9-0 


[No. O-14016/293/a4-GP] 

W.3TT. 3122.—*rfr: afk t ^ afftrft'iTir, 1962 

( 1962 spT 50 ) ^ aro 3 ^ ^jqrarrr ( 1 ) Sff artr sTTirfHfr (hr RemR ^ arfff- 

f«rTT w.an.#, 2012 ,cffd'sr a-a-s? rrrr BTfsT^iw ?r ^ Jr 

% BrfswR spr vTnr^fr % fpo? artier ^ apm arm en 1 

3fR tRT: WR irrfwrTt ^ srferPRB' ¥1 !?nT 6 RqNnrr ( 1 ) ^ ?rwR «p'r fefr^ t ^ ^ 1 

3fT^ arm ff arfug;^^ ^ JrfTfHfara 

'ijfirrft Jr arfsi^ aifsT^r ^ tpr farfRiRnr Erm 1 1 

arif, 3RT:, Brftrf^R ^ snxr o ?fr R<TSrRT ( 1 ) srt jpsn "pr %i:sfIiT »r»pr 

fRT ^TPPdr.aRfftl fap ff ir ^ tm srftr^ qr^q H rr d r 

% RRtBfd- % fRp BifRrT fen I i 

- - ■ s^tr-arr-R w nm ii\ (- 4 ) ^rt- ^ ’pts %7sftR nwR ^ffr t ^ 

»j,^fjTRr ir ■jRjfPT jpT arftppR ^Tffpr ir »TRfTtir ’tn RrftRrRiT Rt. ir Jr jt^rt 

^ it nfen % iRpr?in ^ rt fnfpjr ^ 1iT%r ^ 1 

(T^o tfio ^0 jfn 


1 -10 


1 fp 


SiTdl 






wtptt 


0.29 
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1 2 3 


4 


5 6 7 


68 


89 


122 


20 4 


105 


r 2fTr. 

{ 3ft-. 

L 4ft. 

fa ft. 

j 4ft. 

) 12 ft, 

( 13ft. 


12ft. 

13 ft. 
14f?T. 
15ft. 


r 1 4 ft. 

I 15ft. 
■<1 16ft. 

I, 17ft. 

C 1 8 ft . 

f 18ft. 

\l9ft. 


0 . 20 


0. 44 


0 . 22 


0. 35 


0.11 


7 1.97 

ft. 3ft-l4016/322/84-aftfr.] 


S.O. 3122.^Whereas by Notfication of the Government 
of India in the Ministry of Petroleum & N.G.I., S.O. 2012 
dated 8*8-87 under aub-sectioii (1) of Section 3 of the Pet¬ 
roleum and Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of 
Usei in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962), the Central Govoin- 
tneht declared its intention to acquire the right of usee in 
the lands specified in the schedule appended to that Notifica¬ 
tion for purpose of laying pipeline; 

And further whereas the Central Government has, after 
tion fl) of Section 6 of the said Act, submitted report to 
the Government; 

And further whereas the Corttral Government has, after 
considering the said report, decided to acquire the right of 


user m the lands specified in Ihe schedule appended to thi* 
Notification; 

Now', thefafore, in exercise of the power conferred by 
sub-section (I) of the Section 6 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that the right of user in the said 
lands specified in the schedule appended to this Notification 
hereby acquire for laying the pipeline ; 

And further in c.xercise of power conferred by sub-scc- 
lion (4) of that section, the Central Government directs that 
the right of user in the said lands .shall instead of vesting In 
Central Government vests on this date Of the publication of 
this declaration in the Gas Authority of India Limited free 
from cncumbrance.s. 


SUPPLEMENTARY CASE (SCHEDULE) 
H.B.J. GAS PIPELINE PROJECT 


District 

Tahsil 

Pargana 

Village 

Plot 

No. 

Area in acres 

Remarks 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 


Eta\vah 

Auraiya 

Auraiya 

Lukhnapur 

140 

r l M 0-39 




431 



0-36 


65 



0-20 


n 

94 

U3 


M 

II 


89 


0-44 
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5 


12’ 


204 


105 


L 1 


12 M 

13 „ 

14 ,. 
5 


r 14 

15 , 

16 
17 
18” 


r 18 

1 19. 


0 - 22 - 


(K33 


0-11 


1-97 


[No. O-14016/322/84-OP] 

^.arr, 312 3.—ir?T: affr »afnr 'nTT^rTfiT (■ijfiT Jt % srfgw ai^) arM^ i96 2 

( 1962 'Pr 5o) ^ ipHT 3 sift ^ErTO (i) % 3nTl7r HT«Pn: % aflr 5rr?rftr^ if^r Tf^rr^r^r ^ 

^FT.an'.^i. 2023 ^ift'T 8-8-87 am <mMC ^ ^ ?r Jr % TTiftP 

^ sTfimr ^ Trrprrr^ ^ aiftr?T ^ spi aicr^rr sttiiitt ^'tffpT ^ f^i stt ; 

aftr ipj; TTsm arfsT^^t % ^ srftjlTiTnT # mm o 4ft -jmmm (1) % arEftm htpp: aft fort?: a ^ t; 

ait^ stft PTr: mrspR ftTft# qr Tar^ % qrqT?r m arfm^^ Jr Jr fafpFaKs 

'ijftTiff Jr 471 arf^sfrrr arftrm ^nJr qm % ; 

arm, m: arfEriRTR spt mm 6 qft ^mmm ( 1 ) am mm srf^ ar irmrm 477 % |tt q-T'qm nmr- 

am rnTfiim arrrft t fm m arfm^Rmr ir rimm arsi^^ Jr Mafer mam Jr rnmirk 44 arfmaTR qr^qm^ 

% snfTira % fmo; mr^im arfm farmr arrmr 

ark 3TFf m mm afr mqmm ( 4 ) am qm mf^ifr 47 t mmtp 477 % ^ fmm t fqr -744 

ir lamifTm qrr rnfmarn: %7#rm rmpir Jr fafp ^ mrm mr^^tm 4m rnifkarrm fm m m'mr mrmraff Jr jpm 
TOT m rntTmT % m mrsrm 4fr m arfr^a 47r f'>rr 1 

31457 ^: mra amjijTft 
rrm. ^. ^. 4m TTaqmrrrT mtm4f 


mma 

m?4tH 

mmTTT 

mrm 

mmm'. 

wmmm 

fmmTDT 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

^CT4T 

- afrmrr 

afrmm 


728 

0-02 



727 

703 

702 

701 

700 

695 

651 

1 0 5 6 

1057 

103 5 

1074 

210 

217 

215 

735 


0-02 
0-18 
0-23 
0-38 
0-58 
0-0 5 
0-05 
0-0 6 
0-12 
0-0 5 
0-01 
0-09 
0 - 1 0 
O-I 6 
(1-116 
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729 

0-14 

718 

0-18 

60 7 

0-10 

624 

0-04 

623 

0-16 

621 

0-07 

1012 

0-10 

1027 

0-18 

1028 

0-16 

1038 

0-1 1 

1055 

0-04 

1031 

0-04 

1037 

0-0 6 

1069 

O-OS 

1073 

0-09 

' 11 n 

0-0 7 


32 3-75 

[?f, O-i4016/3 30/84-5fto 


S.O. 3123,—Whereas by notification of the Government of 
India in the Ministry of Petroluem and NO S.O. 2023 dated 
S-8-87 under sub-section 0) of Section 3 of the Petroleum and 
Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of U.ser in Land) Act, 
1962 (50 of 1962), the Central Goveinraent declared hs 
intention to acquire the right of user in the lands specified 
in the schedule appended to that notification for purpose o'f 
laying pipeline; 

And whereas the Competent Authority has under Sub¬ 
section (1) of Section 6 of the sad Act, submitted report 
fo the Government; 

And further whereas the Central Government has, after 
considerating the said report, decided to acquire the right 


of user in the lands specified in the schedule appended to 
this notification; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the power conferred by sub- 
-seclion (1) of the Section 6 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that the right of user in the 
said lands specified in the schedule appended to this noti¬ 
fication hereby acquired for laying the pipeline; . - 

And further in exercise of power conferred by sub-section 
(4) of the section, the Central fioverninent directs that the 
right of user in llie said lands shall instead of vesting in 
Central Government vests on Ihis date of the nublicatron 
of this declaration the Gas Authority of India Limited free 
from encumbrances, 


SUPPLEMENTARY C.ASE (SCHEDULE) 
H.B.J. GAS PIPE LINE PROJECT 


District 


Tahsil Pai'gana Village Plot No. Area in acres Remarks 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

Etnwah 

Auraiya 

Auraiya 

Diiulafpur 

728 

0-02 


727 0-02 
703 0-18 
702 0-23 
701 0-38 
700 0-58 
f>95 04)5 
65J 0-05 

1056 0-06 

1057 0-12 
1035 0-05 
1074 0-01 
210 0-09 
217 0-10 
215 0-16 
735 0-06 
729 0-14 





[m'T 3(ij)] 1TTT?TVr Tr-stqg-: :WIWT 7. i9S7/i|:ff5T^ 1«, ia0 9 3919 


5 

6 

718 

0-18 

067 

0-10 

624 

0-04 

623 

0-16 

621 

0-07 

1012 

0-10 

1027 

0-18 

1028 

0-16 

1038 

0-11 

1055 

0-04 

1031 

0-04 

1037 

0-06 

1069 

0-05 

1073 

0-09 

nil 

0-07 

32 

3-75 


LNO.-U-l4UIO/JJU/Ci4-Ut'J 


!fT.3rr. 3124.—ifrr: aflr ’5rf^ ('^ftr Jr % arfir^ 41 T 3t^) arRTfJr^TJT, i962 

T ( 1962 ^ 50) 9TTT 3 9?r OTOTTT ( 1) 3f#T mTcT ?rt^ % aik ^ ST^T^^ffr 

«FT.;TT.*i. 2014 mfr^ 8-8-37 JHi %?^r^T 9wi< ^ 3r%^w Jr Ji % ■jq’-fr'T ^ 

wr ^ sTfsTcT =Rfr ^ arq^TT airoq i^rfer tt firqr «it i 

arV: JT?r: ^ruT^r qrfwfr % ^ arM^m # unr 6 ^ottt (i) % anfr^ ?r^^R ^ frfrt ^ ft ^ i 

aiV arrJI- sR[W tok % ^ Ir^^ tt arfu^^^qr ^ ^ fkr^rf^ 

nfTF'f it ^wrrr qrr arfamr arfarr qr?^ m fkfh7w^^ fw ^ i 

3T^, 3t?t: arfyRqq qft sjTTr 6 qft ^'TsiTTr (i) gra st^tt wf^T qrr jpzfrq irr %7frq rrq-^- 

grrr ^fliw I ?it arftrp^ if 3T5J^ if fqfHftR ^qf if Tqqfq qrr arfe^rn: qriq^rirq f^^rif % 
Wr^.'^T % rrrfjsm srfm f¥m mm 11 

3 f:T arriT ^?r urn qff ^witt (4) srro in' arq'rq utr ^rr pr^tt-p fq^sr ^afr I 1 fu 

vjfTRT if Twfq m arfaqrrr %pfrq ?mrR if fJHw ^ % sraiTiT % ^ftriTT^ im. if »T»ff ^roraff ^ ^jiar 

^ if ^ffw % surTTR" iff w fTTffnr iff f¥^ ^1 


1 2 3 

^^3T1T 


87/1413 01—7 


4 

.5 

6 

lllgKI-J 

53 

0-22 


49/4 

0-29 


44/1 

0-05 


44/2 

0-02 


44/3 

0-0 2 


41 / 1 

0-10 


41/2 

0-0 8 


81/1 

0-0 5 


39 

0-34 


83 

0-14 


426/2 

0-13 


46 2/3 

0-0 7 


186 

0-17 


47 

0-04 


7 
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1 2 3 4 3 6 7 


42 

0-06 

5 i 

0-0 5 

187 

0-07 

188 

0-0 5 

423 

0-02 

511/2 

0-07 

511/3 

0-05 

8 5/1 

0-05 

504/2 

0-17 

23 

2-31 


[t. 0-14016/389/84-^ 'ft] 

user in the lands specified in the schedule appended to this 
notification ; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the power conferred by 
sub-section (1) of the Section fi of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that the right of user in 'the 
said lands specified in the Schedule appended to this notifica¬ 
tion hereby acquired for laying the pipeline ; 

And further in exercise of power conferred by sub-section 
(4) of the section, the Central Government directs that the 
right of user in the said lands shall instead of vesting in 
Central Government vests on this dale of the publication 
of this declaration the Gas Authority of India limited fiee 
from encumbrances. 

SUPPLEMENTARY CASE (SCHEDULE) 

H.B.J. GAS PIPELINE PROJECT 


S.O, 3124.—Whereas by notification of the Government of 
India in the Ministry of Petroleum and N.Q, S.O. 2014 dated 
8-8-87 under sub-section (1) of Section 3 of the Petroleum 
and Minerals Pipelines CAcquisition of Right of User in Land) 
Act, 1962 (50 of 1962), the Central Government declared its 
intention to acquire the right of user in the lands specified 
in the schedule appended to that notification for purpose of 
laying pipeline ; ... 

And wherea.s the Competent Authority has under Sub¬ 
section (1) of Section 6 of the said Act, .submitted report 
to the Government; 

And further whereas the Cental Government has^ after 
considering the said report, decided to acquire the right of 


District 

Tahsil 

Pargana 

Village Plot No. 

Area in acres 

Remarks 

1 

' 2 

3 

4 5 

6 

7 

Etawah 

Bidhuna 

Bidhuna 

Nawadn Dado 53 

0-22 





49/4 

0-29 





44/1 

0-05 





44/2 

0-02 





44/3 

0-02 





41/1 

0-10 





41/2 

0-08 





81/1 

0-05 





39 

0-34 





83 

0-14 





426/2 

0-13 





462/3 

0-07 





186 

0-17 





47 

0-04 





42 

0-06 





54 

0-05 





187 

0-07 





188 

0-05 





423 

0-02 





511/2 

0-07 





511/3 

0-05 





85/1 

0-05 





504/2 

0-17 



23 2-31 


[No. O-14016/389/84-GP1 
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['■fj-m 11—WS 3(ii)r VIt7?T!p[ 7,1987/^lffrif: 16,1909 

^. 3TT . 312Si— f^'Jl TUFr^TT^ (^F+l % srfij^PTT ^ ^TST^t) ^rfsTPiii+i , 1962 

( 1962 ^1 so) ^ Erm 3 ^ WJ-PT ( l) % STEfW HTCT ^TT^'K % 3fk snf?%T W JraTSf^T # arffer^^^r 

^T.SfT.^, 2018 8-8-8 7 ^TCl ^ STfsT^^l^rr ^ ^ % ^TJfr'r 

% aifimT Sfit 'Tr?5 ^TTFlt ^ f^reM % f^n; aii%ff ^T STTfir apBiq- ^firq-cT f^rin qr I 

3fR sTifij^TF ?r wr arfa-f^iriT tt Erp;r o ^r ^'TErpT (i) % f^Trt t ft ^ i 

3Tk sn^r ipr: ^ kqt^ tt: fsr^T ■^'t 3Tr«Tig;^sT ft fi-irffr it fscrfi- 

vjiTiTn it ^ stFst^ 3if3r^ *fp^ ^ farfHiKfT fw 11 

3R, 3Fi; WT arfaftrim ^ uKr 6 ^ ^Ttntr (i) sif;r 5i'?fT ^PfT st-tm ^f't f-t frcfip 'Tf^. 

ffiTT ^nfqrr ^ttftt % ^ arfia-gw it fppi it ^rrfrf it^Tqtfr ^ aifsi^ 'tivtsti^ % 

WPPT % n/iK3TTr 3if%ff f^JTT ^rr^n ^ I 

sttf: 3TTit tnTT fftt (4) CTTT JTJfT 1^13711 'PI jrqtfT ^nr ^r-jtft Mfr ^\ft I fts 

'ijftqf if ^3wrfT ^ ^'fnr fp^p ir firf^-T §t^ % Tr^nq- irr^'ftq' iFfi nrrerTTf:®! fff. t ft-rt qtffptr it jjtt 
ir ^'fi ^fmT % n^TPTfi qft PT npTO' qrt ffi%r tfrftT I 

si-ff'TT^rr 3Tq-q-=q^t 

(N J> C» 

n;=sroq-[o^o ff^r mT QTt^[fr 5fR»P 

1 2 3 4 S 6 7 

^mr 622 0-15 

720 0-36 

722 0-07 

590 0-10 

614 0-18 

591 0-14 

587 0-12 

800 0-03 

799 0-01 

798 0-02 

725 0-22 

726 0-03 

721 0-05 

881 0-03 


S.O. 3125.—^Whereas by nolilication of ihc Government of 
India in the Ministry of Petroleum and N.G, S.O. 2018 
dated 8-8-87 under sub-section (1) of Section 3 of the Petro¬ 
leum and Minerals Pi;:elines (Acquisition of Right «f Usee 
in Land, Act, 1962 (50 of 1962), the Central Government 
declared its intention to acquire the right of user in Ihe 
lands specified in the schedule appended lo that notification 
for purpose of laying pipeline ; 

And wherea.s the Competent \Lithority has under Sub¬ 
section (1) of Section 6 of the said Act, submitted report 
to the Governrrient ; 

And further whereas the Central Government has, aftci 
considering the said report, decided to acquire the right of 


14 1.51 


[ft. O-14016/390/84-3fl-,'ft,] 

user in the lands specified in the schedule appended to this 
notification ; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the power conferred by 
sub-scction (I) of the Section 6 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that the right of user in the 
said lands specified in the schedule appended to this notifi¬ 
cation hereby acquired for laying the pipeline ; 

And firrther in exercise of power conferred by stib-seclion 
t4) of that section, the Central Government directs that the 
right of user in the said land.s shall inslead of ve.sting in 
Central Government vests on this date of the publication of 
this declaration in the Gas Authority of India Ltd. free 
from encumbrances. 
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Supplcracntary Case (Schedule) 

H.B J. GAS PIPE LINE PROJECT 


District 

Tahsil 

Pargana 

Village 

Plot No. 

Area in act cs 

Remarks 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

Efflwah 

Ridhuna 

Bidhuna 

U.sraha 

622 

0-15 

r\ 1*. 



722 0AJ7 

590 0-10 

614 0-18 

591 0-14 

587 0-12 

800 0-03 

799 0-01 

798 0-02 

725 0-22 

726 0-03 

721 0-05 

881 0-03 


14 1-51 

[No. O-14016/390/84-CiP] 


3TT.. 3126.—Tfi; TjtfTFT sftc ’ifTSf Tr?q'5rf?T (^fff it TTRlT % arraPfaT 1162 

( 196 2 ^ so) ’ft am 3 ft wam (i) f arata arcT f saffafr fa aaraa ft 3 Tfa';j;TTr 

<frr. ar. a. 2013 arft^ 8-8-87 gm fafta ar^ a aa arfa^aar a aa»a at^fft a faTafasa vjfafr % aafta f 
3 ffa«PT ft 'H'Ta airat ft fa^a f facr afaa ^ca aaar araa atfaa Taar ar 1 

afr aa; awa arfagaft a a*fa afafaaa ft aiar e ft aaam (1) f aara arw fr fartf ^ ft ^ 1 

atr ana aa: fafta awre a aaa faftf aT faan: araa f a^ara ^a afagaar ir aa^a aag;ft if fafaRrer 
ijiaaf ir aaata w afaaar arfaa amr jprffaiiaa ffar t 1 

aa, aa: aaa afafara ft am e ft araTar (i) sm aarr affr aa aata arra ^ acaar 
gm atTaaaTifrt ff m afaraar a aa»a aa^fr it fafaffr? gaa ’•jfaft a aafta ar afa-arc 'Tiaq'TTsa fosir^ 
f s'ft a a f f'l 0 aa^gm affa ffai arar S' 1 

atT arf aa am ft aaam (4) gm aga afaafr aa aata gaa fa f?fta aTa^ia fafa fat | fa aaa 

v^'fafr it aaata ar afaan; fafta araK it faff a gra f aara araata fa arraam fa. it aaf ararff a aar 

aa if afraT f aarara ft ^aarct'a ft faff a ftar 1 

arg 

aa. ft - f. fa ar?a area a'rfaa 


Tiraag 

affta 

mrar 

RTF 

am a. 

faaaa 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 7 

?gTgT 

fgiij^ar 

faijar 


182 

0-03 


fa , ft — 1401 6 / 392 / 84 —ft ft! 







39,13 


[fTR 7.1987 / 1 6 ,1 yoy 


S.O. 3126.—Whereas, by notificalion of the Government of 
India in the Ministry of Petroleum mid N.G. S.O. 2013 dated 
8-8-87 under sub-.seetion (1) of Section 3 of the Petroleum 
and M’nerals Pipeline;; (Acquisition of Right of U'er in 
Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962), the Central Government de¬ 
clared \Jt intention to acquire the right of user in the lands 
specified in the schedule appended to that notification for 
purpose of laying pipeline ; 

And whereas the Competent Aulhoriiy has under Sub- 
Section (1) of Section 6 of the said Act, submitted report 
to the Government; 

And further whereas the Central CTiovcrnment has, after 
considering the said report, decided to acquire the right of 


user in the lands specified in ihe schedule appended to this 
notificalion ; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the power conferred by 
sub-scction (1) of Ihc Section 6 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that the right of luer in the 
said lands specified in the schedule appended to this no ifica- 
tion hereby acquired for laying the jiipelinc ; 

And further in exercise of power conferred by sub-section 
(4) of that .section, the Centred Government directs that the 
right of user in the said lands shall instead of vesting in 
Central Government vests on this date of the publication 
of this declaration in the Gas Authority of India Ltd. free 
from encumbrances. 


SUPPLEMENTARY CASE tSCHEDULE) 

H B.J. GAS PIPE LINE PROJECT 

Oistricr Tahsil Pargana Village Plot No. Area in acres Remarks 


Elawah 


Bidhuiia 


Bidhuna Bhagwantpui 182 (I 03 


[No. O-140l6/392/84-aP] 

^r, 3fT, 3127.—T=T: TfETilff YTtC TrfTTf^-T R TTTTR ^ TirsIRT) 'RMrRR, 1962 

( 1962 ’“fTT so) ^ fTHT 3 ^ ( l) % aRLfT RFH 3 tV RlffeRr RTTRR ^ 

TT, 31T.R , 2016 fTT^N8-8'87 ?TG RTRP; % RR arftJ^RRT R RR^R R ^Rift % % 

afftTRUT Td Rfjq' RfSRT EfTf fWTR fRR 3{fRR TTf RTRT RfSTT RfpTR RiT f^r RT, 

RR: RSTR R RRR RftirfRRR Rm 6 RTf RTORT ( l) % RSTTR RTRrrT fTTTJ t Rt ^ I 

R7T RTtf RR; RTjffR RJ-iftr’- R RRR RR fRRlT RTTR % R7Rr'=}; TR RftjgiRRr R RRTr VRg'RT R fRrRlRCj" 

RfRR'f R R'TRTR Rf 3lfRRTT RfR'R RRR Rf fdfRRRR fRRf t ; 

RR, RR: RRR rMrRR Rt RfR 6 Rf RRfTTRT ( 1) STTT RRR -RfRR RT RRTR RTR ^ R?jftR RdRIR t^RRITCf 
RTRi I fR TR RftJ^RRT R RR^ 31R^=fr R fRfRfRCR RRR RfRRT R Rq-^TR RT rRiRTT RrfRRlTR fRRR^ % SlRtRR 
% fRrr RTT^TR RfRR fRRT RfRf t; 

3RR RR am: rt RO-trm ( 4 ) gRT rrr wfwRf rt rrIr rtr fR rtrr fRRur | 1 fR 

RRT'RfRcrf R RORTR RT RfjRTY Rt^R RRRR tf fR%T R RRTR 'RTTRtR ^Ir RlftTR'-R fR. it Rtft RTSTTRl R 
tJRT RR R RTqm R RRTRR Rt S^R RfifR Rl' fR%T ^‘TRT I 


iT;jg;TR dTR 

RR . ^ , R . ’tR RT?T Rf?R RTRTS 


RRRR Rf-^tR T^RT RTR Rm R. IffRRR fRRdR 


fR! 5 ,RT fRtJRT 50 0-09 

54 0-05 

58 0-10 

71 0-10 

92 0-06 

97 0-02 

9b 0-02 

67 0-44 


[R.R't—1 4016/399/84—ift Rt] 
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S.O. 3127.—Whereas by notification of the Cjoverntncnt of 
India in the Ministry of Pelroloiim f4nd N.G. S.O. 2016 
dated S-8-87 under sub-section (1) of Section 3 of the 
Petroleum and Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of 
User in I.and) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962), the Central Govern¬ 
ment declared its intention to itcqilre the right of I’scr in 
the lands specified in the schedule apren\ied to that notifica¬ 
tion for purpose of laying pipeline ; 

And whereas the Competent Authority has under Sub¬ 
section (1) of Section 6 of the said Act, submitted report 
to the Government; 

And further whereas the Central (jovernment has, after 
considering the said report, decided to acquire the right of 


user in the lands specified in the schedule appended to this 
notification ; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the power conferred by 
sub-section (1) of the Section 6 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that the right of user in the 
said lands specified in the schedule appended to this noiifiJa- 
tion heieby acquired for laying the pipeline ; 

And further in exorcise of power conferred by sub-section 
(4) of that section, the Central Government dircc s that the 
right of user in the said lands shall instead of vesting in 
Central Government vests on this date of ilie ptiblical: m 
of this declaration in the Gas Authority of India T.td. free 
from encumbrances. 


SUPPLEMENTARY CASE (SCHEDULE) 
H.B.J. GAS PIPE LINE PROJECT 


District Tabsil Pargana Village Plot No. Area in acres Remark 


Etawah 


Bidbuna 


Bidhuna Bahadurpur Sahar 32 0-09 

54 0-05 

58 0-10 

71 0-10 

92 0-06 

97 0-02 

98 0-02 


67 0-44 


[No, ^0-14016/399/84-GP] 


TT, 31T. 3 128—W: (•'jfB' T TWIiT % TT 31^^) 19 62 

( l!.-6 2 EPT 5 0) 4fr aTYf 3 Tt TTfTrTT ( l) % STtfliT VTTTrl “TYt !IT|rfT4l RTITT ^ 3TftLg;fTr 

aiT, »f. 3017 TlfttJ 18-8-87 STA sflYsfFl JTTTTTT T TA A’tT«T F 

^ aiftJ^TT 4T Tr % fTtr 3lt%T TT JU'TTI aiTilTT TTFq-T TT f^Tl sTf; 

ark TT: *ISDT TlfUTlf)' T TFT arfiriTTR TT STA 6 # TTsrrrr ( l) % STaW TTATIC Tf fTAJ ^ I; 

3tK aiH tra': T TFT fTTfr 'TT fTTlT sfAT % 'TffArT 3rFiTg;TtTr 7T AAttT aTT^^fr A fTTTrre 

'tTfRjff FT Tfifm' TTBlfaTHY ail^sT ^ frfTtFFT fTTr t; 

<N 

m, 3TT: # tlTA 6 ^ -EfTtHTT ( l) g-TA HAA aFtT Tf TTtF ^7 TaIt 

I Ft 3TFtJ^;^FTT ir AAA if A^hrT 'AfATf if ATTTA FT srffTFrT fi'r^'TAr^A fTSTfiT % MATA-T 

% Ptn rr^gyrr 3{f%A fTAT Aid! 

AK aiTF A A OTA # Ti'OTTT ( 4) 5TA RTA Stf^AAT FI tIa'FT FYA |cr ATFR FtIa ^Tf | FF ATT 

AfATf if TTATA FT AftJFR FTjftT ALFTT if fdfsT OTif F AAfF ArTATF FA ATFAFfA Ft. if AAl AC AT Ft A A FT FT 

c\ - - J 

if AfAAT F AFIAA Ff ?A TTfrA F> FaF^T fTAF I 

sf^'JTF OTA AA^^ff 
TA. AT. A, AA AT^A Af^A ATAAA 


AAAA T^rffA AATAT 

5ATOT FOTJ^AT f^AT 


OTA ATT A. ATFA fATTA 

AAOT 13 0-0 4 

IS 0-11 

14 0-03 

8 0-09 

5 0-04 

S 0-31 

[a, a)— 1 401 6 / 393 / 84 —Tff qf] 
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S.O'. 3128.—Whcrens by notifiociiiyn of Ihe Government of 
India in tlic Ministry of rstrolemn and N.G. S.O. 2017 dated 
8-8-S7 under sub-section (I I of Seeiion 3 of the Petroleum 
and Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in iand) 
Act, 1962 (50 of 1962), the Central Government declared it-s 
intention to acquire the right of user in the lands specified 
in the schedule appended to that notification for purpose 
of laying pipeline ; 

And whereas the Competent Authority h.as under Sub¬ 
section (1) of Section 6 of the said Act, submitted report 
to the Government; 

And further whereas the Central Ciovernment ha.s, after 
considering the said report, decided to acquire the right 


of u.ser in the lands specified jn Ihe schedule appended to 
this notification ;. 

Mow, therefore, in exercise of the power conferred by 
sub-section (1) of the Section 6 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that the right of user in the 
said land specified in the schedule appended to this notifica- 
lion hereby acquired for laying the pipeline ; 

And further in exercise of povver conferred by .sub-section 
(4) of that section, the Central Government directs that the 
right of user in the said lands .shall instead of vesting in 
Central Guvcmmcnl vests on this date of the publication of 
this decl.iration in the Gas .'\uthority of India Ltd. free 
from encumbrances. 


District Tahsll 


Etawah Bidhuna 


SUPPLIMRNTARY CASE (SCHEDULE) 
H.B.J. G.AS PIPE LINE PROJECT 


Pargana 

Village Plot No. 

Area in acres Remark 

Bidhuna 

Cliando 13 

0-04 


15 

0-11 


14 

0-03 


S 

0-09 


5 

0-04 


5 

0 -J1 


[No. O-140I6/393/84-GPI 


^T 3 TT. 3129.—Jffr: (vifiT Tf Tcfiftn- % ^rfa-fTTc ^ arfsrPrq’R, 1962 

(1992^1 .so) ^ srFT 3 ^ ( l) % aHLY-T 'flTCfT % tJtf'Tfi’R 3 iYl STIfTrcf^F W ^ 

^.311, ?T. 2021 8-8-8 7 STTT n A it ^wt % 7Cf(fT»T 

% .sTfEPPTT ^ *Ft arfiffr siTdr 3Tr?r^T f^qr m ; 

sftT qq; qnuT mfqqirtt if ^ # sift 6 qtt qqjRr ( 1 ) ^ sfqt'T qrqiF qrr frqif t 

sfiT 3fTq qcf: %7fpq qwR ^ fcfrs qq fqw qtqq % qirqTq ^ 3ifyg;qqT if it fqfqfqe 

■Bfqqt if qrr aifsrdiF arf^sr qrur qq fqftrqq fqqrr 

CN 

31^, aiq: qqff sTfsTpETR ^ mTT 6 qtt (1) arcT segl qffer qq qqrq fir qcqiF 

qtfqq^Frftl % ^ 3rFsrg;qqr ir suft 3i;t^^ it fqfqfqcs: q-Lqqfqqf it q^wiq qq sifa'qtF qrs'qqrsq fqwir % 
aqtqpr % fqn; tTTrqrFT 3Ti%q fw ^frqi t.; 

sfrr 3qq qq qnr qtt qqaTrr (4 ) ctu qqq iirfLqqf qq qqtq q:cq qcqiF ^qt | fqr qqq 

qfqqt it qfi'qtq qq aifqq'F %'aTq if fqf^q ^'rq % qqrq ^rrqqtq qq qrfqqiqq Pt. it qqr qrqrqf ir 
^ if qTqqi % qqqqq qt ^ qrPtq qtt fqf^q ^qr 1 


qrq 3Tq’g;qV 

qq. 3ft. ^. jfq qr?q 3=qfq 


qqqq 

q^qtq 

qcqqr 

qrq 

qrqr q. 

ftYq'FT 

^rqr 

fqqqr 

fqqqr 


452 

0-22 





437 

0-17 





70 

O 

J 

O 
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1 

2 3 

4 

5 

6 

7 


FAtJ^AT Fa^AT 

AT AAA/—ATTt 

SO 

0- 1 3 





43 

0-0 7 





3 5 

0-10 





24 

0-27 





439 

0-05 





94 

0-08 





9 

1-13 



[T. Bit—14010/394/84—^ 'ft] 


S,0. 3129.—Whereas by notification of the Governincnt of 
fndia in the Ministry of Petroleum and N,0. S,0, 2021 dated 
8-8*87 under sub-section (1) of Section 3 of the Petroleum 
and Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in Land) 
Act, 1962 (50 of 1962), the Central Government declared 
its intention to acquire the right of user in the lands specified 
in the schedule appended (o that notification for purpose of 
laying pipeline ; 

And whereas the Competent Authority has tinder Sub¬ 
section <1) of Section 6 of the said Act. submitted report 
to the Government: 

And further whereas the Central Government has, after 
considering the said report, decided to acquire the right of 


user in the lands specified in the schedule appended to this 
notification ; 

Now, therefore, in e.scrcise of the power conferied by sub¬ 
section (I) of the Secion 6 of the said Act, the Cciitial Gov¬ 
ernment hereby declares that the right of user in the said 
lands specified in the schedule appended to this notification 
hereby acquired foi laying the pipeline ; 

And further in exercise of power conferred by sub-section 
(4) of that section, the Central Government directs tTiat 
the right of user in the .said hinds shall instead of vesting 
in Central Government vests on this date of the publication 
of this declaration in the Gas Authority of India Ltd, free 
from encumbrance.s. 


supplementary CASE (SCHEDULE) 
H.B.J. GAS PIPE LINE PROJECT 


District Tashil 


Etawah Bidliuna 


Pargana 

Bidhuna 


Villa,gc 


Harabanshpur 


Plot No. Area in acres Remarks 


452 

0-22 

437 

0-17 

70 

0-04 

50 

0-13 

43 

0-07 

35 

0-10 

24 

0-27 

439 

0-05 

94 

0-08 

9 

1-13 


[No. O-14016/394/84-GP] 


BIT. 3130-—TT: Bfk (wfiT R iTTifttf % BirtT^n; sfif Sf^iT) BffffF^T'TR, 1962 

( 19 6 2 ^ 5 0) ^ triTT 3 ^ iJTOTn ( 1) % aisflT iRTTiT 3iV ITTlifFr^ R^tf 

W. BTf. T . 2020 8-8-87 STTl ^TeT TrC'hTT ^ ^ ^ fq - p T r ?'!: ; ' ^rREff % TTETIT rp 

Bfftjfirn: =hT qr^'T Tt frof^r % Err btFtt qr amr arwr q^'ilRiT >^1; 

ark ETA: TTSfTR ATfa'qTTTr A AAA arfsifAim tY Am o AAAm (i) % arAiA atata qft fTqtj % 

3f[T arrEl AA: AAATT a AAA fCAk AA Fa^ % qtrArA ^AarfaJjAAT A AA'A afAEJAt A FAfdiAt'A 

tT AAAIA AA aiFAAiR afF^A AA FaFaAAA fw ti 

3TA, 3TA; AAA arFAlAAA Aft Am 6 Aft AAAm ( 1 ) g’m AAA aFaA AA AAtA AiT^ %EAtA AAAAA TT[Tm 

aYFat t Fat ^[a arftp^r A aa^a Jf FaFaF^'-a aaa AFAAt A aaata att arFAAAA qr ^A Ar^A Faota % aaIaa 

% A;^^3"rTr arfarA Faattatat t i 




[wTtrll—3(ii) iq-i37TTr3j'siq^:tpnT’:7,i98 7/'itr1%; 

■ 1-0,190!) 


siT^ srpt ^ ettct qff ^etht ( 4 ) srw ^ t fsp 

njfR’ifr tj T'ETTT 'PT ^ fTFg;T ‘fTFffR . R ^ ’JSPT FT 

Y ^'mr % sT'Pm fnfpa- ^ f^i%r grW i 

FT 

'T’T. ^^ . >TTr qTFTsTTFT 

UfFTT <TFTF TTITT 

FTT 


1 2 3 4 

5 

6 7 

fTTTr fFjrr iTTYiiftTr 

710 

0-07 


719 

0-01 


776 

0-35 


774/9 

0-05 


774/7 

0-01 


774/8 

0-02 


767/5 

0-31 


768 

0-08 


764 

0-0 3 


765 

0-0 2 


715 

0-04 


7 55 

0-03 


12 

1-02 


[B. 

0 —14016/396/84“5fr tft] 


S.O. 3130,—Whereas by notification of the Government of 
India in the Ministry of Petroleum and N.G, S.O. 2020 
dated 8-8-87 under sub-section ()> of Section 3 of the 
Petroleum and Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of 
User in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962), the Central Govern¬ 
ment declared its intention to acquire the right of user in 
the' lands specified in the schedule appended to that noti¬ 
fication for purpose of laying pipeline; 

And whereas tJie CompeSnt Authority has under Sub- 
Section (1) of Section 6 of the said Act, submitted report 
to the Government; 

And further whereas the Ccntr.rl Government has, after 
considering the said report, decided to acquire the right of 


u.ser in the lands specified in the schedule appendd to tifis 
notification; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the power conferred by 
sub-section (1) of the Section 6 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that the right of user in fhe 
said lands specified in the schedule appended to this noti¬ 
fication hereby acquired for laying the pipeline; 

And further in e.’fercise of power conferred by sub-section 
(4) of that .section, the Central Government directs that the 
right of user in the said lands shall instead of vesting in 
Central Government vests on this date of the publication 
of this declaration in the Gas Authority of India Ltd. free 
from encumbrances. 


SUPPLEMENTARY CASE (SCHEDULE) 
H.B.J, GAS PIPE LINE PROJECT 


District 

Tabs 11 

Pargana 

Village 

Plot No. 

Area In acers 

Remark 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

Etawah 

Bldhuna 

Bidhuna 

Marokhineet 

710 

0-07 



719 0A)1 
776 0-35 
774/9 0-05 
774/7 0-01 
774/8 0-02 
767/5 0-31 
768 0-08 

764 0-03 

765 0-02 
715 0-04 
755 0-03 


12 1-02 


87/1443 GU--S^ 


[No. O-14016/396/84-GP] 
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TT, SIT. wk 'mC'Tm^JT («^ Jr'TT 3^^^) 1962 

( 1962 ^ 50) URT 3 ^ ( l) % 3T«^T <Tm T ^ ^ 

«R. 311. ^ . 2015 8-8-87 aTTl HWi: % ^ sifiigW ^ 3TTg|^ ®r ft’f^lf^ '(jf^'T ^ ^>1 

% slfHTR mi wr^lr ^ sif^ 'nr 3iw sirr ^"If^ ^ir: fen «n ; 

ark ?R: 113R mfarrft ^ srFvfm ^ smt e «i?V (i) % aitfk ^ ^ t i 

3t\t an^ iR: %7fET ^rvniT ^ fRt^ qT f^RR % qTRTi^ aiftigw ^ ^ 

»jfRfr it «tt sifa^ srf^n ^ f^Ri | ; 

31^, 3R; aifafRJT ^ alTl 6 qft ^win (i) jki st^ 3rf^ ^ srEi ^ ITROT tr^l^ltl 

^>pT7r t TH 3Tfa' 'lj'^ ' H T if ^ETR ^T f«rfMw VJ^T^fl ^T ^3Wt^ ^11 IRRmR fTOT^ ^ IRRR ^ 

f*Ttl 3ffjin fqRT aTRT ^ J 

3^ 3iFt ^ ffm qft (4) jm utit >?rf»RiJff sr jr>i jit itrtt Mt | fr gw 

iffRif Jr gRilTi SR aifiRin: irjrt Jr fgf^ ^ vTTOfhi srifaf^iRT fJi. Jr ?Rft sriuTaff ^ t^w 

^ Jr ^rEmi itr^r qft ^rr rnft^ qit j>rT i 

31^'^ <+ wi 3r^'<j'^ 

T'q'. ’fn 'nrq- rrr^g sft^g 


3prR 

Frj#5r 

TGRT 

HR 

HRT B". 


fwT’H 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

^3RT 




342 

0— 1 0 



344 0-06 

345 0-10 

252 O-08 


4 0-34 ^ 

[rl. 3i>—1 4016/398/84-aft', ’ft.] 


S.O. 3131.—Whereas by nolification of the Governnient of 
Tfulia in the Ministry of Petroleum and N.G, S.O, 2015 doted 
8-8-87 under Sub-sectibn (1) of Section 3 of the Petroleum 
■and Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in 
Land), Act, 1962 (50 of 1962), the Central Government 
declared its intention to acquire the right of user in the 
lands specified in the schedule appended to that notification 
for purpose of laying pipeline ; 

Ant) whereas the Competent Authority has under Sub- 
Section (1) of Section 6 of the said Act, submitted report 
to the Government; 

And Further whereas the Central Government has, after 
considering the said report, decided to acquire the right of 

Supplementary 


ijser in the lands iqiecififid in the schedule at^fided to this 
notification; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the power conferred by 
sub-section (1) of (he Section 6 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that the ri^t of u^t in. the 
said lands specified in the schedule appended to this noti¬ 
fication hereby acquired for laying the pipeline ; 

And further in exercise of power conferred by sub-section 
(4) of that section, the Central Government directs tmt the 
right of user in the said lands shall instead of vesting in 
Central Government vests on this date of the pi^ljcatkm 
of this declaration in the Gas Authority of India Ltd,' free 
from encumbrances. 

le (Schedule) 


H.B.J. GAS PIPE LINE PROJECT 


District 

Tahsil 

Pargana 

Village 

Plot No. 

Area in acers 

Remarks 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 


Etawah 


Bidhuna 


Bidhuna AIlpuv 


342 
344 

343 
352 


0-10 

0-06 

0-10 

0-06 


[No._0-14016/398/84-GP] 


0-34 






Vimw JW!: 7,198 7/>PffiT^ 16,1909 
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m. arr, 3132 -—?rwR sr?ft?r ^Vctt t ft? ^f??r it? arruRir^r J T<p ^?ti: sr^ Jr 

p«r. ifr. #. iT^ ^tf^iTtr 'tPc^ ftfcr qr?f'Tprr?iT ■irrT^frir if*r sfTf^iFiiiir f?T. jt3t arr^T mf^cr i 

afti: iT^; ^.ftcT ?>ffr t ft? ^'r far^r^ ifrr srifrar-r^ iTq;^qK^ 3^%^ it ''jfJr Jr ^>r 

stTsw^ 3r%fl' Tt^rr anroPF ^ ; 

m-. 3T5T ^>f?nriT ^ifr»r arfaipR sprar^) arftriwT, i 962 (i 962 ^ so) 

lift SKT 3 lift ^wrt (i) inj st^tt vrf^irt ^ srirVir fRt jp ^ ^wt^r ^ aiftnrn: 3ri% 

tR^r ^ 3r«PTr arniR *rrf^ | ; 

sTiir^f f% Wrf ^iT Jr f??R3 aiifw ^ ijfiT % fft% qr^q^rnfsT % fJrt? 3 TT#t ttw infiTTrtt, 
m^^ftiT it€ sttRj'Pw f^. f^^rTTr^tT f?r?iir, 22 , ?^?riT tY?, ^gR3;'226oi9 'ft. ipt w 3TF^g;^frr i|fr 
^ 21 Jr ’R H%iTn 


atk ^ 3TT^ ^ arn?rr ^ airfiRr it? ifr ipkr fap wr ?? 'tt?!it t Ft ^'nf »irfw- 

w # ?> in f^ Ww airq'TTiifr ifY 1 


ap^^T iTPr 3pj^ 


'Ji'nH? 

cT^TflTT 

qunr 

ITTR" 

irrCTTT. 


rqq<U| 


X 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 


?i?Rr 


trrji: 

ifkTTT 

1263 

0-0-10 







725 

0-0-5 







630 

0-0-10 




[Tt. art—14016/402/84-^jY 'ft] 


S.O. 3132.—Whereas it appears to the Central Government 
that it is necessary in the j^blic interest that for the trans¬ 
port of Petroleum from H^.J. in Uttar Pradesh State Pipe¬ 
line should be laid hy the Gas Authority of India Ltd.; 

And whereas it appears that for the purpose of laying 
such pipeline, It is necessary to acquire the right of user in 
the lands declared In the schedule annexed hereto; 

Npw, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (1) of the Section 3 of the Petroleum and Mine¬ 
rals Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in the Land) 


Act, 1962 (50 of 1962), the Central Government hereby 
declares its intention to acquire the right of user therein; 

Provided that any person interested in the said land may, 
within 21 days from the date of this notification object to 
the laytog of the pipeline under the land to the Competent 
Authority, Gas Authority of India Ltd. ILB’.J, Pipeline Project, 
Vikas Deep Building, 22, Station Road, Lucknow-226019, 
U.P.; 

And every person making such an objection shall also 
state specifically whether he wishes to be heard In person 
or by legal practitioner. 


Supplementary Case (Schedule) 
H.B.J. GAS PIPE LINE PROJECT 


District 

Tahsil 

Pargana 

Village 

Plot No. 

Area in acres 

Remarks 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

Kanpur Depot 

Dehapur 

Derapur 

Nanarl Bujurg 

1263 

0-0-10 






725 

0-0-5 




____ 


630 

0-0-10 



[No. O-I4016/402/84-GP] 


TT. m. 3133:—afk TUVfTTCd ('gfR Jr % irftlTR TT <r+iT) 

(TfsrfiTinT, 1962 ( 1962 TT 50 ) ^STTU 3iiff WSTTU ( l) % *T^iT 'fTTTfT (T<TK % ^(JUTiT aik STTyfiTT % 

^ ^rftrijrwiTr tt. wr. t. 2011 a-a-s? gricr Arm Jf ^ «TFtT^^Tr Jr Jr 

PrfJrfTs? % ^rrifTT xTfJmr ^ titt tT % Frcr xrf%rr tt tptbt wi^it *rrfJT?r tt forr 

ITT i 


sfk iPT; rr?iiT sTiftmfr ^ :?T?r tt^Fititit iffT trirr 6 ^ ( 1 ) % (rtfTr t tt t tt tT ^ ^ ; 

srk ?TTif im; ttwit Jr i^rer fciYc t?: % qv-u f j TTfJi -'ttt Jr Jr firfJr' 

ilfRTff Jr^mkr tt «iiw «Rir tt fiif frirM ii frirr |; 
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‘trw, qfr «jkt 6 ^ ^irnr (i) sm sitvt Tjrftr w sm>T ^ 

I f% w Jr srg^ Jf Jr ^r^fFr tt ^rfiwK fropt % 

spfrspT. % ipr^STTr f%TT srpTT I; 

afF: !tp^ ^ tTRT iiJr ^HUKi ( 4 ) 5TTr sr^n wfenrf ^ wFr grr pr^pn: fpfuT ?t?ft | % 
^ .'RfJriff if 'PT srfs?^ JfpTfriT ?rwiT Jr fT%r % ararpr MK^fr^r Jirf^Tpr^ %. Jr ?r»flr ^rarf 
Jr^w Jf^frw ^sr^ivM ^rrtPi frf^ ^jpi 

?r^'ITJp TTT ?r^> 

TT^T 5M*r2: 


'5HT5 


TGrfiT 

TTET 

iTT^rR. 


ftTT'H' 

^iiqi 

afVtrr 


Tftfr 

50 

0-20 






1 

0-20 



[?i. art—14016/429/84—tfr] 


S.Ot 3133.—Whereas by notihcation of the Government of 
India in the Ministry of Petroleum and N.G. S.O. 2011 dated 
8-8-87 under sub-section (1) of Section 3 of the Petroleum 
and Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in Land) 
Act, 1962 (50 of 1962), the Central Government declared 
its intention to acquire the right of user in the lands specified 
in the schedule appended to that notification for purpose 
of laying pipeline; 

And whereas the Competent Authority has under Sub¬ 
section (1) of Section 6 of the said Act, subniitted report 
to the Government; 

And further \Vhefeaa the Central Government has, after 
considering the Said report, decided to acquire the right of 


user in the lands specified in the schedule appended to this; 
notification; 

Now, therefore, In exercise of the power conferred by 
sub-section (1) of the Section 6 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that the right of user in the 
said land# specified in the schedule appended to this notifi¬ 
cation hereby acquired for laying the pipeline; 

And further in exercise of power conferred by sub-section 
(4) of the section, the Central Government directs that the 
right of user in the said lands shall instead of vesting in 
Central Government vests on this date of the publication 
of this declaration the Gas Authority of India Limited free 
from encumbrances. 


Supplementary Case (Schedule) 
H.B.J. GAS PIPE LINE PROJECT 


Distript 

Tahsll 

Pargaha ' 

Village 

Plot No. Area In acres t 

Remarks 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

Etawah _ 

Auraiya 

Auraiya 

Naull 

30 

0-20 

... 





1 

0-20 







[No. 0-14016/429/84-GP] 

^. W 

. 3134 

;—rra"; ^ liftT 1 ft: R IT? 

'HiqiJqqi ^ ft: 


^v.. J:.. 

rpp ^jirM'tTtT % % ftfci 3iK'^<T Jiff srrftRKnr 


SL|t,l fttSIti 


1 - 


sflt T?i: aiffff 'lfriT | ft: ^ viT^ ^ jrt.>5TTr % ftn( JJ 'qfti Jr :3T- 

jfFr ^ nftftTT ^; 

m: 51 ^ .afrc^jrft^ ^ 'TWTWifr (Jr srftrfJrTT, i962 (i962 so) 

•iJr Erm 3 (1) arcr mftrTf ^ sr^>T R '<‘br< Jr ^ Jf ottW trr wfsr^ wlfta" 

’(nft ifiT >trTfiT STTW ttrr^aTTT TtftfT fw ^ ; 

ft: ^ Jr ffrTTO shifter ^ ’»jftr ^tfr% 'tt^'T ft®H % ftrtt bwt Rrrsmft, 

^rnsfrr JiR Rrfemii ftr-. ftipirr^tq ftfm, 22 ,tit, wt 3;-226019 fr. .jffr-^ Jnffti 

Jr 2 1 ftp % t, tpT R%TT 



[wnll—irtr3(ii)] ■ 7,1987/^;iRw 16,1909 3931 

. —-__ ~i M-. - -■ -_ _ _ -- -_ ^--. ■..,. , . . 1 ., _ 

sftT ITT^ ’R^ 57: sirfjRT W^T^TOT; llf »ft f% >fJTT | 

wrPRm ^ ?r iiT Wsr ^mr^t % i 

?ri?ftfaier 


RW UTIT >TT3rff. 

f^. f^. 


fir^ur 


Srig.'^ 




1 588 

0-17-0 

1589 

0 -0-16 

1593 

3-1-10 

1591 

1 -2-0 

1571 

0-5-0 

1658 

1-4-0 

1657 

0 -1-10 

1651 

0-0-15 

1660 

0 -1-0 

1661 

0-3-5 

1062 

1-7-0 

1663 

0-1-5 

1669 

1 -0-0 

1649 

0 -2-10 

1675 

0 -0-10 

1676 

0-17-0 

1677 

0 -1-10 

1678 

0-17-0 

1679 

0-4-0 

1681 

1 -1-10 

1682 

1-5-0 

1683 

0 -1-10 

1693 

0-0-15 

1698 

0-15-0 

1695 

1-7-0 

1696 

0-0-5 

169 4 

l-:l-0 

1726 

0 -2-0 

1780 

1 -lfr-O 

1781 

1 -1-10 


30 18-1-0 


TTI^t 1782 0-3-0 

1797 0-0-13 
1800 0-18-0 
1810 0-0-10 
1811 0-13-0 
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I 2 3 4 5 6 7 




1812 

0-16-0 

1816 

0-18-10 

1817 

T 

1818 

0-0-5 

1824 

0-2-15 

1873 

0 -0-10 

1872 

0 -1-0 

1871 

0 -10-0 

1 870 

2 -2-10 

1869 

O 

o 

1867 

0-8-5 ‘ 

1883 

0 -1-0 

1310 

1 -6-0 

1312 

0-16-0 

1311 

0-14-0 

1306 

0-7-15 

1305 

1-1 3"0 

1267 

T 

T 

1266 

1-4-0 

2436 

0-3-10 

25 

16-2-0 

30 

18-1-0 


55 34-3-0 Jfhn 

JTT 

6.9119 


S.O. 3134. —^Whereas it appSats to the Central .Government 
that it is necessary in the public inttrest that for the trans-* 
port of Petroleum from HJB. to J, in Uttar Pradesh State 
Pipeline should be laid by the Gas Authority of India Ltd. 

And whereas it appears that for the purpose- of laying 
such pipeline, it is necessary to aCqiiirc the right of user 
in the land described in the schedule annexed hereto; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
Bub-seCtion fl) of the Section 3‘of the Petrolei^ atKj Mine¬ 
rals Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in the Land) 
Act, 196i (50 of 1962), the Central Government hereby 
declares Its intention to acquire the right of user therein; 


[#. ait—14016/491/84—tfl.] 

Provided that any person intere.sted in the said land may, 
within 2l days from the date of this notification object to 
the laying of the pipeline under the land to the Competent 
Authority, Gas Authority of India Ltd. H.B.J, Pipeline Project 
Vikas Deep Building, 22, Station Road Lucknow-226019, 
U.P. 

And every person making such an objection shall also 
state specifically whether he wishes to be heard ip person 
or by legal practitioner. 


Revised (Schedule) 

H.fl.J. CAS PIPE LINE PROJECT 


District 

Tahsil 

Pargana 

village 

Plot No. 

Area in acres Remarks 

Kanpur Dehat 

Derapur 

Derapur 

Chilauli 

1588 

1589 

1593 

1591 

1571 

1658 

(li7*b 

0-0-15 

3-1-10 

1-2-0 

0-5-0 

1-4-0 
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I 


2 


Kanpur Dehat Dtrapur Derflpur 


4 


Chilaull 


G. Total 


3 

6 

1657 

O-l-lO 

1651 

0-0-15 

-1660 

0-1-0 

1661 

0-3-5 

1662 

1-7-0 

1663 

0-1-5 

1669 

1-0-0 

1649 

0-2-10 

1675 

0-0 10 

1676 

0^17-0 

1677 

0-1-10 

1678 

0-17-0 

1679 

CM-0 

1681 

0-1-10 

1682 

1 

1 

O 

1683 

0-1-10 

1693 

0-0-15 

1698 

0-15-0 

1695 

1-7-0 

1696 

0-0-5 

1694 

1-1-0 

1726 

0-2-0 

1780 

1-18-0 

1781 

1-1-10 

30 

18-1-0 

1782 

0-3-0 

1797 

0-0-15 

1800 

0-18-0 

1810 

0-0-10 

1311 

0-15-0 

1812 

0-16-0 

1816 

0-18-10 

1817 

1-3-15 

1818 

0-0-5 

1824 

0-2-15 

1873 

0-0-10 

1872 

0-1-0 

1871 

0-10-0 

1870 

2-2-10 

1869 

0-4-0 

1867 

0-8-5 

1883 

0-1-0 

1310 

1-6-0 

1312 

0-16-0 

1311 

0-14-0 

1306 

0-7-15 

1305 

1-13-0 

1267 

1-12-0 

1266 

1-4-0 


P. 2436 0-3-10 


25 

16-2-0 

30 

18-1-0 

55 

34-3-0 


F 


6-9119 


7 


[No. 0-14016/491/84-GP] 
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*rT, OT. 3135 ;—ITT: ^^ITT sftT 'Tf^TTBOT ( JT ^HTifPT % ?Tf«mT VT ^T^T) 

<CrfTriTiTtT 1962 ( 1962’TrT 50 ) ^ STITT 3’ft -TTSrTTT ( I')' % ifftflT TTTT TITTTT ^’tfriTT stIt DTff^ 

Tfrmr ^ erfsT^m Tl. <pt. sit, it. Tnfp3r 2019 / 8 - 8-87 am ^ sffir ^ t R T tttit 

^ «jfTiff ^ TTifFT % ^rfSTTn: ^ TT^WT^ ^ frtr «FT ariiTT 5TTTFPT TtPTT «R 

ftin«TT I 

3fk ITT; TetHT mfsmrfV ^ t^rt ^rMHiriT ifff trirr e *fft twitt ( 1 ) 1 ? arnffr twtt ^ 5fV 1 1 

TtT arpf ITT: %?!ftiT TWK ^ T^TT f^ft# qT fq^TT qTT% ^ qWR]; IT wf^TTT TT^T if f^PrlW 

’gfjpff ^ TqiflT -T^T sTfkqrrT arfiT qTT^ qrr fifrcTT f^Tr t > ! 

3TT, 3Tcr: TIT STf^fTiTT TlTT 6 q?t TTSOTT ( 1) 5TTT JTTT VTfm VT JT^FT gT T<<M< T^TT^- 

TTTT TtfW ITTfV I f^IT 3Tf«I^[TTT Jf TTTT apl,^ t TIT TirPT «FT arfTinT'TTITTTIT fTTJT^ % 

irifNpr ^ n?m TTT 3if^tl fTTT TTTT ^ I 

ark 3TFt TT SfTTT iflTTErm (4)ffTTT HTtT irflTiff ITITTPT |q %TfPT TWr fH^ I fi: TIT 

'(jfTTf SrTTT>T IT 3TfTITn: %TftTT TVTn: iTM?T ^ ip TTTT TTTTfBr itr STTfsnPVJT fr. Tift TTSrraft ^ 
i^iT IT ff tVttt % Tim ift IT TrCt^ lit frf^ * 


3TT ^[Tli TIT 

#T HIT TTIT TtaflT 


Tm 


Tmr 

TIT 

Tin To 



1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 


imi 

f^TT 

fl^TI 


428 

0-32 





438 

0-03 





461 

0-0 5 





1150 

0—03 





1151 

0-08 





1198 

0-22 





1199 T 

0-30 





1199T 

0-10 





1260/6 

0-09 





434 

0-15 





447 

0-12 





1148 

0-0 3 





1208 

0-03 





13 

1-55 


T. o—14016/oi/85— : 5 ft 'ft] 


S.O. 3135.—^Whereas by notification of the Government of 
India in the Ministry of Petroleum and N.G. S.O, 2019 dated 
8-8-87 under sub-section (1) of Section 3 of the Petroleum 
and Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in 
Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962), the Cenirol Government 
declared its intention to acquire the right of user in the 
lands specified in the,schedule appended to that notification 
for purpose of laying pipeline ; 

And whereas the Competent Authority has under Sub- 
Section (1) of Section 6 of the said Act, submitted leport 
to the Goyemment; 

And further-whereas the Central Government has after 
considering the said report, decided to acquire the right of 


user in the lands specified in the schedule appended to this 
notification; 

Now. therefore, in exercise of the power conferred by 
sub-section (1) of the Section 6 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that the right of user in the 
said lands specified in the schedule appended to this notifi¬ 
cation hereby acquired for laying the pipeline ; 

And further in exercise of power conferred by sub-section 
(4) of that section, the Central Government directs that the 
right of user in the said lands shall instead of vesting^ in 
Central Government vests on_ this._dflte_ of the publication 
of this declaration in the Gas Authority of India Efd, free 
from encumbrances. 
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Supplementary Case Schedule 
H3.J. GAS PIPE line project 


District 

Tahsi] 

Pargana 

Village 

Plot No. 

Area in acres 

Remarks 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

Etawah 

Bldhuna 

Bidhuna 

Dharmagadopur 

428 

0-32 



438 . .0-03 

361 0-05 

1150 0-03 

1151 0-08 

1198 0-22 

1199 0-30 

1199 0-10 

1260/6 0-09 

434 0-15 

447 0-12 

1148 0-03 

1208 0-03 


13 1-55 


[No- 0:14016/01/85-GP] 

*131. W, 3136.—tTcI; sflT ('jfR if JfT JT#?!) STfErffWiT, 1962 

(l962 *PT 50) 'ifVmTT (l) ?rsiYfT STrar sflT RTffqfT ’ftT 3T3WT ^ - 

^.srr, 2010 8/8/8 7 5TTT ^ ^ t 

arftr'FTT ^ 'rm ?n^1t firap? % 3rf%a tin:# ^ aTT^rr arjaii ifrftT?r ^ f?-7r «rT i 

3ftT tTrf; Riftr^PTfr ^ 3tr«rf?rtTtT 'ift «rRr 6 *i?t ^TOTTf 1 % aTar>T ^ fcTta: ? ^ | i 

aftr iTFf tier: ^ ^ ferti ^ w ^ ^ Wife: 

t ^ >Brftr«Fni: triw ^ «pt f#rw ferr | i 

W5f, ^IrT: ^ Ttf^ffTiItT»l?t tmi 6 ( l) STTT Spm Tdfw 'SFT 5nfm *in:^ |i^ HTTP! 1 ^ 11 0 

t ^ ^fsrg^Trr # ^ Mriw ^ Jr ^ [ iifij'PTT % 

5PT>JR % q6ra[3TTT fw anrTT $ I 

aAr ^ OTTT qA ^OTG (4) 5TTr 5r^ tfiftrnft spT iPTtJT ^ ^jpp War t?ft | ^ 

Jr ^>7 'PT ^rPtEpn: %^=rfVir ^pstr $ #■ ^1% % ^antr ^6" snfsr'PT'T f%. Jf ?r»iV ^srraff ^ ^ 

Tjcq- Jr ^flwr % sr^PraR ^ rirO^a i 


’TO 

#. w m^T^rr^^T jfr’?^! 


'4HM5 


MGMI 

RUT 

TOT TT. 

^'Ti^ 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

RRT 



^ranrt 

870 

0-23 



[?f. 3fr-14016/02/85-afH1] 


S.O. 3136.—Whereas by notification of the Government of 
India in the Ministry of Petroleum and N.G. S.O. 2010 dated 
8-8-87 under sub-section (1) of Section 3 of the Petroleum 
and Minerals Pipelines {Acquisition of Right of User In 
Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962), the Central Government de¬ 
clared its intention to acquire the right of user in the lands 
specified in the schedule appended to that notification for 
purpose of laying pipeline ; 

And whereas the Competent Authority has under Sub- 
Section (I) of Section 6 of the said Act, submitted report to 
the Government; 

And further whereas the Central Government has, after 
considering the said report, decided to acquire the right of 

87/1443 Gl—9. 


user in the lands speiefled in the schedule appended to this 
notification; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (1) of the Section 6 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that the right of user in the 
said lands specified in the schedule appended to this noti¬ 
fication hereby acquired, for laying the pipeline; 

And further in exercise of power conferred by sub-section 
(4) of that section, the Central Government directs that the 
right gf user in the, sqid lands shall instead of 'vc.siing in 
Central Oovemment vests oir This date of the publication of 
this declaration in the Gas Authority of Inm'a’ LTd. free 
from eatiumbrance*. -.. 
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Supplementary Case Schedule 

H.B.J. gas PIPE LINE PROJECT 

District 

Tahsil 

Pargana 

Village 

Plot No. 

Area in acres Remarks 

1 

2 


4 

5 

6 7 

Etawah 

Bidhuna 

Bidhuna 

Lakhno ' 

870 

0-2 




i 


[No. O-14016/02/85-GP] 


Tr.ITT. 3137*—'TT^'ETIVT # ^>"T ^ irftmT ^ IT^) 1962 

{ 1962 ^ 50) ’>(51 tITTr 3 *(51 TTOTTl ( l) % 'RTCT ?n?PR % 3(Vi: Mr«rRT<P ^ TfffER Bffl 

•FT. W. 4. 2008 TTTfPJT 8-8-87 ffTTT ^<+'R ^ ’JTT STfe?;^'Tft ^ ^ ’J'FTW 

% fTfdTR ’Pt WTri^lf jfT % fkri irfer «r^ ttt mm ’tttw fon «rr i 

sfk JTTT: TTW^T JTTfsTFTfr % ^ urfSTflFEr >(51 ITITT 6 >>151 ’3TOTTT ( 1) % ^HfT^ TRTR ^ ^ | I 

sflT iml m: TTwc ^ g>Fr 'tt W ^ if fkM^ 

ijf irf Sr ^jwl'T fTT wfsrrrc ?rfeT 'ft^t *(11 HtPid^h | i 

?tw, war: ^rfferf^wiT >(51 ottt 6 ^ Tf«rrTr (i) sttt mm ^ srI^t jit %T^Tq' ir^r^ariTr 

TT^ ^r?:?fl I f% I’ff ^rPtn^^RT Sr Sr^ w^etI# ^etIjt^ft fror^^ sr^^ 

^ fwtr ii^^f^gTTT fen 'j|mi ^ I 

stIt WTH' ^ snrr >(51 otkott ( 4 ) jm srw nfeiff ^ ank"FT# gq nwK $cfl ^ 
igfTff Sr wfk TiT nfsmr ttwtt Sr fnf^ % ^stet vrrr^ir rin srrftr^rnT . Sr gkr arnTsff Sr ^>rt 
^ Sr sr'k'k % wTVk *(51 w ?rTfkr fSrf^ ?kT 1 

TO n^’g;Ml 

TTk, jfr. ^ TOaron ifl$'>fj 


wm 

cTJlffe 

'ruTTfr 

TO 

TOT^r. 

t^ePTwT 

k^TTOT 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 


mm 


kg;6T 


k!J6T 


S.O. 3137.—Whereas by notification of the Government of 
India, in the Ministry of Petroleum and N.O. S.O, 2008 
dated 8-8-87 under sub-section fl) of Section 3 of the Petro¬ 
leum and Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User 
in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962), the Central Government 
declared its intention to acquire the right of user in the lands 
specified in the Schedule appended to that notification for 
purpose of laying pipeline ; 

And whereas the Competent Authority has under Sub¬ 
section (1) of Section 6 of the said Act, submitted report 
to the Government; 

And further whereas the Central Government has, after 
considering the said report, decided to acquire the right of 


tpTOT 169 


0-08 

296 


0-03 

1130 


0-04 

1129 


0-07 

1051 


0-08 

298 


0-10 

6 


0-40 



[(if. 3fr-14016/03/85-tsft'fi] 

user in the lands specified in the schedule appended to this 
notification; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the power conferred by 
sub-section (1) of the Section 6 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that the right of user in the 
said lands specified in the schedule appended to tills notifi¬ 
cation hereby acquired for laying the pipeline ; 


And further in exercise of power conferred by sub-section 
(4) of that section, the Central Government directs that the 
right of user in the said lands shall instead of vesting in 
Central Government vests on this date of the publication of 
this declaration in the Gas Authority of India Ltd. fr«^ 
from encumbrances. 






vrn^TTr 7 , i987/^rrf%w 10 , i 909 
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Supplementary Case (Schedule) 
H.B.J. GAS PIPE LINE PROJECT 


District 

Tahsil 

Pargana 

Village 

Plot No. Arga in acres 

Remarks 

I 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 7 

Etawah 

Bidhuna 

Bidhuna 

Kathwa 

169 

0-08 


296 0-03 
1130 0-04 
1129 0-07 
1051 0-08 
298 0-10 


6 


0-40 


[No. 0-14016/03/85-GP] 

3138-—*r?T: ^rHiiR 3iti: isrf^ qwMT^ ^ % ?TftRin: ^ !5i^) ?ifErf7Tini^ 19^2 

( 1962 >fT 50) ^ OTTT 3 ^ ^OTTT (l) % '14173 RTTPK ^ ^'tfWT 31 \t JTTff^ i^l 115113)14ft Slftl- 

^331 4T. m. 3. 585 feTRl 17-6-87 aTtl %^1T ^ 33 Slfa^^^T ^ ll4n3 Sl^^ ^ 

'jfipft % 3Tift3 ^ *lf^+K 4ft 4ft % f3T( 5tf33 4^ 43 STRl WIW *ltftnT 4v? i3)ll 31 | 

33: ?iafl3 RlfUlilO ^ 343 5rfErr333 4fr mtl 6 S^t 34y I <1 ( 1) % 41tft3 3T4ilT 4ft fTTltt $ ^ | I 

sftr ?lFt 33; %3ft3 3T4Tt % 343 37: f33K 417:^ % 34313 ^ !rf3^[331 ^ 3373 if Plfdl^Sd 

if 333't3 43 3ra437; !lf33 477!% 43 {4^31143 f43n' | I 

33, 33: 343 Srfkf333 4ft llio 6 4ft 333173 ( 1) 5373 S13^ wlVd 43 33t3 477!^ ^ ^3ft3 37437: 

1^3^5373 3tr33 477:tft | f4> W 'nfy^’tdl ^t 3373 ^1 343 Tjl^'t Jf 333t3 43 <3[ 3 4 37 ; 31|[333^3 

% SlTft^ % ?ri^ fen 41131 I I 

3^7: ?rnt 33 ETITT 4 ft 333173 ( 4 ) SITT SRvI 4lfel3t 43 JTtlt3 4r^ JtT %?ift3 3T43^ f3af71 trlt | fe 343 
'Ijfeif ^ 333>1 43 nf£r437: %7tft3 37437: if f3%l 5t^ % 3313 3177ft3 7^1 RltyW^ fw. it 37 ft 3 l 313 lt 7 t 343 
33 if 3twr 343413 4ft W Ttl^tTsl TFt f3% ^t^T ! 


3^^ 313 33^ 

<^3. €r, 4t. ffn qrH4^H3 Slt^ 


3333 


3?^ 


373711 


313 


711313. 

5 




f43731 


W^Ml^ f®3T13g; 3R313 Rfep^T! 1538 0-72 

[ 3 . 3ft. 1401 6/1 08/8S-sfltfl] 


S.O. 3138.—^Whereaa by notiflcation of the Oovcrilment of 
India in the Ministry of Petrolc«ni-and-T>Ii.G.-S.t0.r-585 dated 
17-6-87 under sub-soction (1) of Section 3 of the Petroleum 
and Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in Land) 
Act, 1962 (50 of 1962), the Central Government declared 
its intention to acquire the right of user in the lands spe¬ 
cified In the schedule appended to that notifleahon for 
purpose of laying pipeline ; 

And whereas the Competent Authority has under Sub¬ 
section (1) of Section 6 of the said Act, submitted report 
to the Government; 

And further whereas the Central Goveramerit -has, - after 
considering the said report, rlecidcd to acquire the right of 


user in the lands specified in the schedule .appended to this 
' notijeation; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (1) of the Action 6 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that the right of user in the 
said lands specified in the schedule appended to this notifica¬ 
tion hefeby acquired for laying the pipeline ; 

And further in exercise of power conferred by sUb-scction 
(4) of that section, the Central Government directs that the 
rithl of user in the said lands shall instead of vesting in 
Central Government Verts on this date of the publication of 
tM declaration, in the. Gas Authority of India Idd. 
free from encumbrances. 
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Supplementary Case Schedule 
H.B.J. GAS PIPE LINE PROJECT 


District 

Tahsil 

Pargana 

Village 

Plot No. Area in acres Remark 

1 

2 

3 

4 

6 6 7 

Farrukhabad 

Chhibra mau 

Talgram 

Malikpur 

1338 0-72 

[No. O-14016|lC8|85-GP] 


^.WT. 3139-—Jr ^ wfsrWT wrirPTtm, 1962 

( 1962 tPT 5o) 9fr stttt 3^^ETRT (i) ^ ^ ^5>fJririT 31^ srrffrPiT ^ 'ifl' stFet^iw 

wr. 681 (i) 7-7-87 JTtT BTfTT ^ ^ Jt Jt lijfiTiff % 

^ wfarTT ^ % %ct !ri%rr «r% m WTirr !rr?iT ^r'tPrcr ^rn; 'ir i 

, aftr fl?; gWT Jnfsnprtt ^ ^ UPtJpfPTE 9ft OTTT 6 9ft ^ETHT ( l) ^ BTBITR 9ft Ppftf $ sft ^ I 

91 *^ 199 : rtw ^ ^39cr P^ift^ qr 919 ^ % qwpj; w ^rPH^-d-fr Jt Jr 

vj;PtT9f Jf qrr ffPgwr *rf^cr qiTft qrr PrPTff^tT P 919 T % 1 

?Rr: ^ ^rPsrlJppT 9ft ani e 9 ft ^qmrr ( 1 ) ffm sn;w 9rf% qrr wPi «FT?r gti 9n:«PTT irawnr 

ntf^cT 9rT?ft I f9r srPtjgw it PfPTpsr'sj ^ ^ptpff it tjqtTtq- qn'wPaTR qr^q^nd % 

srqtarB' % rt^Karra *rf^ 9rT?TT $ 1 

3ftT writ ^ HTTr 9ft ^9StT7T (4) ITTt WPn VlP9d9’t' «Fr TOtW 917x1 ?cn:«PTpr ^ | 1% 

vi<f?r ’gfipft it OTifrq 9n- wfaqrR ^ijftir wttpk irPfTPp' % wanir wroftw % ^tPspipdit fw. if w^ft ^rmatf ?r 

^9cr ¥9 it ^wt % srqiTifrfr 9ft w mft^ ^ pfrP^fr ?>tt i 

«rjg;T9i 9Pr w^g;^ 

ifw qiwr^T 5rt3r92: 



?r5(fr5r 

977191 

irm 

wr W- 

it 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

?33ft^ 

VtTJTWr 

9^ 

TTTfiTTTT 

563 

0-6-0 



569 0-13-0 

587 0-6-10 

588 0-1-10 


4- 1—T'^O 

IW. 3n-14016/36l/8B-3t1f913 


S.O. 3139.—^Whereas by potificatlon o£ thb Gjpvemment ol 
India-in the Ministry of Petroleum and N.G. S.O. 681(E) 
dated 7-7-87 under .sub-section (1) of Section-3 of the petro¬ 
leum and Minerals Pipelines (Aqculsilion of Right of Uaer 
In Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962), the Central. Government 
declared its intention to acquire the right of user in the lands 


specified in the schedule appended to that notification-, to 
purpose of laying pipeline; 

And whereas the Competent Authority has under Sttb- 
section (1) of Section 6 of the said Aet, submitted report 
to the Government; 




Ti3pni-:»r(Tr»: 7,j887/'Prf!W 16,1009 
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(m’T II—WT 3 (ii-)] 


And further whereas the Central Government has, after 
considering the said report, decided to acquire the right of 
user in the lands specified in the schedule appended to this 
notification; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the power conferred by 
sub-section (1) of the Section 6 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that the right of user in the 


said lands specified in the schedule appended to this noti¬ 
fication hereby acquired for laying the pipeline; 

And further in exercise of power conferred by sub-section 
(4) of the section, the Central Government directs that the 
right of user in the said lands shall instead of vesting in 
Central Government vests on this date of the publication 
of this declaration the Gas Authority of India Limited free 
from encumbrances. 


Supplementary case (Schedule) 

H.B.J, GAS PIPE line PROJECT 

District 

Tahsil 

Pargana 

Village 

Plot No. Area in Acers 

Remark 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 6 

7 

Hardoi 

Shahabad 

Pachola 

Manpara 

563 

0-6-0 





569 

0-13-0 





587 

0-6-10 





588 

0-1-10 


4 U7-a3 


[No.-O 14016/361/85-GP] 


tpT.HT. 3140.—*Tfr; affr (lijtiT Jf Tf ?Trsrr?r7tT, 1962 

( 1902 TT 5 0) 'ifV £rm 3 ^ OTETRT ( l) ^ VTRrr HTtPH: =fi aflT STT^ftriT TO TOTTO STrsi^^fTT 

qrro STTo #0 cTTfl^ 2009/8-8-87 fflTT ^ TO affsTf^Tf ^ TOJff 31=1?};==^ ^ ^ wik 

^ 3rf5r«FTc *Ft Tnt'T ^ fsR' arfro w arTOf arrw tfR km mr 1 

9ik TO: ?r«T7T snftpprft ?r ^ trftrkro ^ hrt 6 ^ ( 1 ) % mifk ttI fkti ^ | 1 

3<k «ik TO: %7jik ^ fklt qrx frou «irk % qroict to ^ffa^ror ^ t 

«frr wfutfin: srfro 47k kfmrro fw | 1 

TO, TO: ^ wftrkro ^ imr 6 ifft (1) yro irro ^rfro «pt ikk jil 

«ftfTO qnxft 1TO Jr toto Jr kkfme Jf qrr wrsmx Tirronr^r sf 

toTto ^ ftifu TO^iTxr titled fror mfrr ^ 1 

3 fR toJ TO snxr tifr touixt ( 4) ira srro vrfrotfr tpi kk tfrk ^ mror?: ^fft % % 

'jfrof Jr TOtjk ^ kronr %?ik htotx Jf kkfrfk ^ tow mkk k kwro fJr. Jf ^rkmvkf Jr 
^ ^r kTOT % ir^TO to mfr® 'rff kf^fr 1 


TO- 

tTO- k TTTO ^nTO iil'jlqd' 


TOTO 


TOTOT 

TO 

TOT?f. 

TOWJfkr Jf 

froro 

. 1, . . 

. 2 , . 

3 . 

4 

5 

6 

7 

TOim . , 

_ .ai^qT 

sffXHT 


50& 

1098 

0-10 

(P'03 






2 

0-13 

0 


[tf. aTt-14016/647/87iM 
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S.O, 3140.—Whereas by notification of the Government of 
India in the Ministry of Petroleum and N.G. S.O. 2009 dated 
8-8-87 under sub-section (1) of Section 3 of the Petroleum 
and Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in 
Land) Act, 1962 <50 of 1962), the Central Government de¬ 
clared its intention to acquire the right of user in the lands 
specified in the schedule appended to that notification for 
purpose of laying pipeline; 

And whereas the Competent Authority has under Sub- 
Section fl) of Section 6 of the said Act, submitted report 
to the Government; 

And further whereas the Central Government has, after 
considering the said report, decided to acquire the right of 


user in the lands specified in the schedule appended to this 
notification ; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the power conferred by 
sub-section (1) of the Section 6 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that the right of user in the 
said lands specified in the schedule appended to this notifica¬ 
tion hereby acquired for laying the pipeline ; 

And further in exercise of power conferred by sub-section 
(4) of the section, the Central Government directs that the 
right of user in the said lands shall instead of vesting in 
Central Government vests on this date of the publication 
of this declaration the Gas Authority of India Limited free 
from encumbrances. 


Supplementary Case (Schedule) 
H.fi.J. GAS PIPE LINE PROJECT 


District 

Tahsil 

Pargana 

M 

Village 

Plot No. 

Area in acers 

Remark 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

Etawah 

Auraiya 

Auraiya 

Kainjri 

508 

1098 

2 

0-10 

0-03 

0-13 



(No. O.14016/647/87-GP] 


'PT.W. 3141.—qrr; «f?r JT? ^ t Hl'+ftld Jr JT5 I % if 

afk trer; t ^ ^ ^ Jf #rfr #' 

wftRTT arr^nm? I I 

sfk qTK'T^fHH (^jfR if «PT wfsifipnT, 1962 ( 1962 ^ 50) 

^Pr tjrrr 3 ^sttct (i) aTO rtct ^tlwn spfr'T ^gtpk ^ ^3^ if ^ !rftr*Pn( 

rpT WTSR f%9T t ' 

^ f<p ^ 'fjPr if EqfrRT ^ irenr sn%qn^, »rTOfttr 

^ srrftpPTor 22 , vr(a'^-22600i9 'ft, ait w wftrftnT qft frr^tg- ir 21 

^ t^tTiT qrr >9^^ 1 

sftT 'PT^ EqfJRT r^Pdf^Kja': '^t qPFT ft? qm | ftp iS^EPlft 

a qpRIt Tcr FT ^ ^ Wff EiTTTmfr % TTFfiff I 


*r3?i5r 





' RT3 


EffenW-aftEFT if - - 

- - 

®rqMd- 

- - - - 

- qGMi: --- 

‘ttcf-TI. 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 





1357 

—-rutr? 

1305 

0-2-10 

I-O-O 

■ -- . - 






Tum; JTTOrr 7, i 987 /qT[ftrp 10,1909 


3941 


1-2 3 4 


5 


6 7 






578 

0-2-0 

573 

0-0-10 

1289 

0-3-13 

582 

0-2-0 

621 

0-7-10 

616 

0-0-15 

614 

0-3-8 

744 

0-0-5 

684 

0-0-5 


12 2-8-8 

!TT 

0. 61221?^ 

(?raJT srrfWd) 

VTRdlW TO srTftJTO?5T, 

[?f. afr-14016/93/84-^] 
fir«T, ^ ?TfTO 


S.O. 3141.—^Whereas it appears to the Central Government 
that it is necessary in the public interest that for the 
transport of Petroleum from H.B. to J. in Uttar Pradesh 
State Pipeline should be laid by the Gas Authority of India 
Ltd. 

And whereas it appears that for the purpose of laying 
such pipeline, it is necessary to acquire the right of user in 
the land described in the schedule annexed hereto; 

Now, therefore. In exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (1) of the Section 3 of the Petroleum and 
Minerals Pipelines (Acqnisition of Right of User in the Land) 


Act, 1962 (50 of 1962), the Central Government hereby 
declares its intention to acqnire the right of user therein ; 

Provided that any person Interested in the said land 
may, within 21 days from the dale of this nolifleation object 
to the laying of the pipeline under the land to the Compe- 
ent Authority, Gas Authority of India I,td. R.B.J. Pipeline 
project, Vikas Deep Building, 22, Station Road, Lucknow- 
226019, U.P. 

And every person making such an objection shall also state 
specifically whether he wishes to be heard in person or by 
legal practitioner. 


Supplimentry Case (Schedule) 
H.BJ. GAS PIPE LINE PROJECT 


District 

Tashil 

Pargana 

Village 

Plot No. 

Area (in Bigha) 

Remark 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

Unnao 

Unnao 

Harha 

Harha 

1357 

0-2-10 



1307 0-6-0 

1305 1-0-0 

578 0-2-0 

573 0-0-10 

1289 0-3-13 

582 0-2-0 

621 0-7-10 
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1 2 3 4 5 6 7 

Umno Umno Harha Harha 616 0-0-15 

614 0-3-8 

744 0-0-5 

684 043-5 

12 2 - 8-8 

or 

0-6122 

Hectare 

Sd/- 

Competant Authority 

Gas Authority of India Limmlted Lucknow 
[No. 14016/93/84-GP] 
ANOOP MISHRA, Dy. Secy. 


fWFT 

23 3T^^, 1987 

^. an. 314 2.—Tfr^ftardT 3Tr*pTrr?r<V 
^ Trsnrm (?hr % jnfrapff % 

snrFr) 1976 % lo % 4 % 

317^1% ftnn iRT «rT fm ^ t ^«frr 

^ wr «TT I ^1^ I 

ar>^ «»ft 17-9-87 

TFn: 'hKMl^KH” t Mpl^rdd iPT fttTT tPH | I aid'; 
Nj^r-HtTT qm 'Fi fsimrir 

% 8Tr^ aiftrgf^ TTRT ^snt’TT I 

[^. 6/5/82-flpfl] 

DEPARTMENT OF ATOMIC -ENERGY 
New Delhi, the 23rd October, 1987 

S,0. 3142.—The Power Project Engineering Division, 
Bomhay which was notified under Sub-Rifie 4 of Rule 10 of 
the Official Languages (use for official purposes of the 
Union) Rules, 1976, was renamed as “Nuclear Power Board” 
The Nuclear Power Board has been converted into a public 
sector under! aking—“Nuclear Power Corporation” with effect 
from 17-9-1987. The head quarter of the Nuclear Power 
Corporation, therefore, stands notified under the aforemen¬ 
tioned Sub-Rule. 

[No. 6/5/82-Hlndi3 
SHAILENDRA PANDEY, Director 

w8(-wfT6i ;tjrTW 

q^i) 

Tff 26 1987 

qT.3fT.3 143.—ffWlT, iM 'srftTT (O'dfiU. 
tPT W%WT) 1962 % fWT 4 % -cNPidR 

( l) ^ ^ H<'^<h % flFl' 'Tfer ^ >!rfiPF {t\^- 
TiK qir ftftTrtET) aiftjfTErR, i948 (i948 qr 9 ) 

q?t OTTI 51? qft ( 3 ) % aEjqr^rfr # 

rnr. tfit tft. fqwr ^ 

fapT^ 20-8-1987 ^ fif t, % ^^lET TT 


¥PP tfif ffi-TW qTTtft I 

?r trft I; fr RKff R<+'R, RflIM'tf 

(>TO-^j?rR‘ qftq^JT ftrnr) qw) ^ arftr- 

qT.aiT. #. 786 (ar) ftTftqr 25 aPT^;^, 85 

if rdHTdRud ¥?ft£ET grsffft]; :— 

arftj^[^ if, "jM >srf^ % rdq'l+diafir 
aftr bVijr qiqfTEff qr afdfMg?!!! qiT^ qr^r Rq^” 
qfH % aitntR rt 4 Jr qpq fe ''«fr qV. fqwf 

% ^qET qr "jsft R^qR fqnft” qiT ^ I 

[ttw^i. tft. ipw/e/ss-^ 1^ (i^^)(ii)] 


MINISTRY OF SURFACE TRANSPORT 
(Transport Wing) 

New Delhi, the 26th October, 1987 

S.O. 3143.—-In pursuance of sub-section (3) of section 
5A of the Dock Workers (Regulation of Employment) Act, 
1948 (9 of 1948), read with the second proviso to sub-rule 
(1) of rule 4 of the Dock Workers (Regulation of Employ¬ 
ment) Rules, 1962, the Central Government hereby appoints 
Shri M. Bhasker Kini as a member of the Cochin Dock 
Labour Board vice Shri V, P. Vijayan Menon who has ex¬ 
pired on 20-8-1987 and directs that the following amend¬ 
ments shall be made in the Notification of Govemmeht of 
India in the erstwhile Ministry of Transpuort (Department 
of Surface Transport), (Transport Wing) No. S.O. 786(E), 
dated 25th October, 1985, namely i— 

In the said Notification, under the heading "Members re- 
presenting the employers of Dock workers and dipping 
Companies”, against item 4, for the entry “Shri V. P. 
Vijyun Menon”, the entry ^‘Shri BfiaSkar Kinl’ shall be 
substituted. 

[F, No. LDX/6/85-US(L) (ii)] 

qq. afr,3i44,—lift- ;^V. fq^TTR 
q?r, RTTff RTqRT RcqRvftR' H PlR^R RRTRR 

fqRTR) (qR'qfld Raf) qfl' arfsT- 
qn-.aiT. tfo 786 (^.)7ife^~25 3?q^, 
1985 % sm Rtfr. srPR^ % fqqtqdraff aftr RT'q^ 






*rr^ W TTsrW : 7,198 7 /•pitW l 0, idob 


MINISTRY OF HUMAN RESOURCE DEVELOPMENT 


['TT'TlI- 3(ii)] 

^'rf^ ^ srfrfrfeT ■s’lV %p‘ 

sfyt w. fJETT ITT( SH, 2 0-8-3 98 7 Tt 

^ t ; 

3ffT ?7T Jf^rr :3-^5 yfjp sfty ^ 

?> Tf I : 

3R %5=T ?TT^, Ttfl’ ’TfR'P (^^SfOTT ^Ff 
f^rf^RT) fTTR, 1962 % IWT 4 ^ TWHt % 
STJ'TETR it TTT Rr3 arffer^T t I 

[RTT^R. t^. f[. t^,/ 6/8 5-^.E7T. (t^) (i)] 

^RTT, 3TTT RfsTT 


(Department of Cultme) 

New Delhi, the 15th October, 1987 

S.O. 3145.—In partial modiflention of the Gazette Noti- 
cation No. 811/2/R.5-iFC, dated the 31st Tuly, 1987, the 
Central Government hereby direct that the dale of termina¬ 
tion of the membership of the following persons, of the 
Madras Advisory Panel of the Central Board of Film Certi¬ 
fication, should ho read as 31-8-1987 instead of 30-6-1987:-— 

S. No. Name 

1. Shri O. R. K. Rao 

2. Smt. Jayanthi iPrema Rao 

3. Smt, Rekhn Prabhnkar. 


S.O. 3144,—Whereas Shri V. P. Vijayan Mcnon who was 
appointed as a men'.Ger of the Cochin Dock Labour Board 
representing the employers of Dock Woi ker.s and Shipping 
Companies by the Notification of the Government of India 
in the erstwhile Ministry of Transport (Department of Siir- 
face Transport), (Transport Wing) No. S.O. 786(E), dated 
the 25th October, 1985, has expired on 20-8-1987; 


[File No. 811/2/85-FC] 
BHASKAR CHAFTERTEE, Dy, Secy. 


R'dfT Tf^Fi'4 


And whereas a vacancy has thus occurred in the said 
Dock Labour Board; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of the provisions of rule 
4 of the Dock Workers (Regulation of Employment) Rules, 
1962, the Central Government hereby notifies the said 
vacancy. 

[F, No. LDX/6/85-US(L)(i)] 
SUDESH KUMAR, Under Secy. 


RITT TTIfTT ffTIR R^fTT 

(RFftfr fTREl) 

Tt 15 3rFtJ,TE, 19 87 

RT. 31T. .3 145 -—srFf^R'TTR. 8 11 / 2 / 

85—cqi. fft. fTTiqr 31 qftTrf, 1987 5raitfurtp^gir 
RFCT JT %rsftq- R<+T< erg Tcfl t fqi 

fqwR RRPIFT Rtt % RaTR R^r^TlT ^fTPriTEirT 
RTTFRclT RRFT Rit (nTt*? 30-6 1987 
% FRFT q-i; 31-8-1987 T^t trrtft tr ;— 


RTTR . •TFT 

1. «ft sit. sin:, %. TT^ 

2 . '‘■TrRfft RFIT TTT 

3 . ^*ai 5 IRl=fir 

['TTEF'R'. 811/2/85-^11. ify,] 
RFTT; "TStiff, tJT Ilf%T 

87/1443 GT—IO 


(’JT fTRPT) 

fcwft, 2 7 31Tr(^, 1987 

qR. 3Tr. 3U6-—FRFft __I§T7r RW 627, FFTFF 
8 wr^, 19 60 sTU fqrir jut tr ftFur 

1951 % fTRR 434 % ifT HI ^ ^1 (qi) % 3FJITR 
R^rfFTTIfi, fsTWi ?r RTtJT, ^1 Ri=^=TTvT, WF, 

T'FRrfiFr aRi Tf'rqffT it fetqi 

14-1 1-1987 Rwforr RtJiipft IFFJ RiT 

l%in I I. 

[r. 5-2/87-'fttrti^] 
'fr. SIR, 'fiRTT, RfFTTT ('ft. tr:^. ^. ) 

MINISTRY OF COMMUNICATIONS 

(Department of Telecommunications) 

New Delhi, the 27th Ocfohci', 1987 

S.O. 3146.—In pursuance of para (a) of Section 111 of 
Ride 434 of Indian Telegraph PvUlcs, 1951, as introduced by 
S.O. No. 627 dated 8th March, 1964, the Director General, 
Department of Telecommunicattons, hereby specifics 14-11-87 
as the date on which tho Measured Rale System will be 
introduced in Mammod, Karukaeh.d, Kangazha, Kaloor and 
Elamdesom Telephone Exchanges under Kerala Telecom, 
(.'hc'.Q 

[No. 5-2|87-PHB] 
P. R. KARRA, Asstt, Director General (PHB) 
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- - ■“ _V 7 --: -n--^TMy-LT.rTTTv*- t-—— 

«nT Tf 2 7 19 87 


Ttf^s^r, 2 3 -sPFiJT^, 1987 

TT.3TT. 3 M7-^iWiPi+' aifitrf^m, 1947 

(1947 Tl 14) T am 17 %■ STEmr ii 

Hl+I'',, %TTT % smrT?r % frrpsniif aflr 

t frfre afTwiftn 
if %^jfPT TTWT SlWto srfa^q- % 

'TW so SFOfwTT TTrft t, ^ T TT 

8*10-87 ^ srm §3n «rr i 

MINISTRY OF l.ABOUR 

New Delhi, the 23rd October, 1987 

S.O. 3147.—In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 ol 1947), the Central Oovernnient 
hereby publishes the award of the Central Government Tn- 
dustria] Tribunal, Chandigarh as shown in the Annexure, in 
the industrial dispute between the employers in relation to 
the Camara Bank and their workmen, which was received by 
the Central Government on the 8th Otober, 1987 

BEFORF SHRl M. K. BANSAL, PRESIDING OFFICER, 
CENTRAL GOVT., INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAT.-CUM- 
LABOUR COURT, CHANDIGARH 

Case No. l.D. No. 78/87 

PARTIES : 

Employers in relalion to the management of Canara 
Bank. 

AND 

Their workman—Ashwani Kumar. 

APPFARANCES: 

Fol' the workman—None, 

For the iTttnagcment—Shri Avtar Singh. 

INDUSTRY : Banking STATE : Punjab. 

AWARD 
Dated 4*19-1987 

Vide Central Government Notification No. 1-12012/544/ 
86 -D. IltAj dated 1-9-1987 issued under Section 10(l)(d) 
of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947, the following industrial 
dispLitc was referred to this Tribunal for decision : 

“Whether the action of the Canara Bank in terminating 
the service of Shri Ashwani Kumar S/o Shri Puran 
Chand, Peon at their Branch of Gurdnspur w.e.f. 
10-8-85 is justified ? If not, to what relief the con¬ 
cerned workman is entitled 7" 

2. Notices were issued to the workman at the address 
given in the notification which is as under : 

“Shri Ashwani Kumar. Manav Kalyan Indl. Workers’ 
Union Partap Nagar, Amritsar (Punjabi.” 

3 . The lettei- was received undelivered with the remarks 
that address is not complete, This tribunal is not in a 
position to send notice to the workman .it any address So 
reference is returned for want of addioss and found .'gainst 
the workman. 

Chandigaih. 

M0-19R7. 

M. K. BANSAL, Presiding Officer 
INo. L-12012/514/a6-D.TI(All 


TT. 3TT. .9 148 . 3lta'TftTT ItTK SlfsriWT. 

1947 ( 1947 TT 14) !im 17 % SF^ETtiT K, 

?R-+-p-, fTW ^ 

aftr ii 

Ittk if B iffii t 3fr«fii7pp arfsTTm rtviV % 

TVtT ^ RTTrilTT t, ^'T %f^l£r HTTTT TT 

12-10-87 ^ Rm §311 tn I 

New Delhi, the 27th October, 1987 

S.O. 3148.—In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the award of the Central Government In¬ 
dustrial Tribunal, Bangalore, as shown in the Annexure in 
in the industrial dispute between the employers in relation to 
the 'vijya Bank and their workmen which was lercived by 
the Central Government on the I2th Ociober, 1987, 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL CUM-LABOUR COURT BANGALORE 

Dated : 24th Dtiy of September, 1987 
Sri. B. N. Lalgc B.A. (Hons) LL.B. Presiding Officer 
Central Reference No. 3/87 
Old Central Reference No fi/7h 
I PARTY 

Shri K. Chandrahasa, Treasurer, 

Vijaya Bank Employees Union, 

Central Office, Big Bazar, 

Calicut-673(X)]. 

V/s 

II PARTY 

The Chairman, 

Vijaya Bank Ltd., 

Administrative Office, 

Bharatiya Vidya Bhavan 
Building, Race Course 
Road, Bangalore. 

APPEARANCES : 

For the 1st Party Sri M. C. Narasimhan, Advocate, 

For the Ilnd party Sri. M. I. Shelly. Advocate. 

AWARD 

By order No, L-12()l2(85)/76-D.II(A) dated 19-8-76, the 
Government of India made the present reference to the then 
Stale Government Industrial Tribunal. 

2. By a general order No. L-11025/A/87-DTV (B) dated 
13-2-87, it has been transferred to this tribunal. The case is 
at serial No. 4 in the said order. The point of reference is us 
follows:— 

“Whether the action of-the management of the Vijaya 
Bank limited, Administrative Office, Bharatiya Vidya 
Bhavan, Race Cour.se Road, Bangalore in dismissing 
Shri K, Chandrahasa i clerk working in Chcrutty 
Road, Calicut is Branch of the flank with effect 
from 6-11-75 in justified ? If not to what relief 
is the workman entitled ? 

3. Tire first party employee has been filed hi,s claim state¬ 
ment, Inter-alia, he ha.s contended as follows :— 

He was the treasurer of the Vijav’a Bank Frriployce.s Linion, 
He was employed as a clerk in Calicut C.'herutty Road office. 
He was elected as a treasurer of the union at that time. 
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The management of the Bank was terrorising and suppressing 
the union aciivities. A, R. Bhat and S. C. I’liul persuaded 
him to lesisn from the union. Kis union is affiliated to All 
India Bank Employees Association. They were opposing 
unfait labour practice and victimisation of the employees. 
The tiaincc .system was opposed by them. He was personally 
ailending to the activities of ihc union. The office bearers 
of the union were harassed by issue of memos, chuige sheets, 
and effecting transfers. Senior executives were sent around 
to obtain resignation from the employees for the member- 
ship of the union. A memo dated 17-3-72 was issued to him, 
alleging that he had fefused to work in the cash department 
and shouted against the concerned officers. The allegations 
are false. Another memo dated 20-3-72 was issued to him, 
alleging that he had refused to obey the order of transfer. 
He submitted Ids explanations. One A Ramachandra Bhat 
Was appointed as the enquiry officer. On 2-12-72 nnoihcrmemo 
wa.s issued to him, as to why disciplinary action should not 
be taken against him for boycotting the instruments of 
Federal Hank IJmited. He submitted his explanation on 
2-12-72. Then he was kept under suspension. He was charge 
sheeted on 3-10-73 by Sr, K. Krishnappa Shelly. He gave 
his c.sphrnation. .An enquiry was held against him, and he was 
found guilty and punishment of dismissal was proposed. He 
objected for the proposed punishment and challenged that 
R. Bhat and K. Shetty had no competence to issue the 
charge sheet. Without giving him an opportunity to show 
cau.se against punishment he has been dismissed. The ground 
of dismissal is shown as lack of confidence. The dimissnl 
is for reasons other than those for which punishment was 
propo.scd. He submitted an appeal, ft was dismissed, it is 
an act of victimisation and unfair labour practice. His pre¬ 
vious record was not taken into account. The enquiry held 
against him was not in accordance with law, and principles 
of natural justice. The dismissal is illegal. An award may 
be passed to re-in.state him with consequential benefits. 

4. The management has filed its counter statement and its 
contentions in brief are as follows ;— 

(a) It is false that the management hiyd deployed its 
machinery to harass them and suppress their trade 
union activities. Their conditions of .service are 
shown in service roles. An employee is liable to be 
transferred from one branch to another depending 
upon the exigencies of the service. It is false that 
he was persuaded to resign from the union. The 
Bank has implemented the bipartite settlement and 
has given them all the benefits. It is false that he 
Was transferred in order to harass him or by wav 
of victimisation. It did not send executives to ask 
the employees to resign from the union. Since the 
first party refused to obey the order of transfer 
and to vvork in the cash department,, (he memo 
were issued to him. His e.xplanati('n<. were not 
satisfactory, To the memo dated 21-12-72 be ad¬ 
mitted but h'ied to juslTv his action. He cannot 
challenge the authority of Krishnappa Shettv to 
issue the charge .sheet. He nnd taken the assist.ance 
of his co-employce and had participated in the 
enquiry. The enquiry officer found bim guilty 
Notice was issued to him, in regard to the punish¬ 
ment. He pleaded for exhoncration. On the exami¬ 
nation of his cases, he was dismissed for lack of 
confidence. The action of the managemem is correct. 
The second party is a Banking institution and can¬ 
not retain a person, in whom confidence cniiiiol be 
reposed. The chairm.an ha; considered all the mate¬ 
rial on record before passing the order. The Board 
of Directors dismissed bis appeal on ras’-rits. The 
enquiry held againsi him i“ in accordance with law. 
He cannot challenge the competency of .\. R, Bhat 
and Krishnappa Shetty. He refused to receive the 
orders of his superiors. The reference may be 
rejected. 

5. On 9-8-78 the following additional issue was framed. 
Whether the cnqniiy held is proper and \alld. 

6 After receiving evidence and lieailnc the parties a con¬ 
sidered ordei was pas.sed on 22-12-SO and its was held that 
the domestic enquiry held against him js in accord.nice with 
the principles of natural jtisf'sc lire vvn:l,r,.tn c'allcuccd .ue 


said order in W.P. No. 14636 of 1981, hut however it was with¬ 
drawn and the first party was pcinnttcd to urge all the points 
before the Tribunal. The Hon'hle High Court of Karnataka 
has passed the said order on 13-9-84. 

7. After the matter came up before this Tribunal, I lie 
parties were called upon to argue the mallei, 

8 . The Lcanied Counsel for the first p.ti ty suhmtiled that 
he has hied his written arguments and tluu the ,same may 
he taken into account. 

9. The Learned Counsel for the second patty was heard. 

10 . My finding on the point of dispute is that the second 
parly Bank was ju.stdlcd m dismissing him with effect from 
6-11-73. 

REASONS 

11. The question that immediately nrisc.s for my consi¬ 
deration is whether the lindings of the enquiry officer are 
perverse. The test of perversity is whcthei the finding is 
not supported by any legal evidence or whethei it is based 
on such maicrial that no leasonable person could Inivc ai rived 
at the finding complained of. 

12. ri'om para 7 of the report, the enquiry officer has taken 
up the ca.se of the first party employee for discus.sion. 
From paragraphs 14 to 20 there is the discussion regarding 
the evidence of MW-1 to MW-7 and Ex M-1 to M-S (us 
marked by llie enquiry officer). Therein tlie enquiry officer 
ha-s asse.sscd the evidence of MW-1 to MW-3 and has re¬ 
jected the suggestion that Ex. M-4 is an iuter-lincation. There 
is no adverse finding a.s regards charged No. 2 tif the first 
charge .sheet. As regards charge No, 3 of the fiist charge 
sheet the enquiry officer has staled that he was inclined to 
give benefit of doubt to the first party employee. T he Imding 
of the enquiry officer that he disobeyed the orders of trans¬ 
fer and did not carry out the lawful and reasonable orders 
and thereby committed gross misconduct within the meaning 
of rule 6 of chapter 13 i,s supported by legal evidence and 
it cannot be said that the finding arrived at by the enquiry 
officer is such that no rea.sonable person could have recorded 
such a finding, 

13. Fiom paragraph 23 to 27 of the report the enquiry 
officer has di.scussed about the charges at fslo. ti), (ii> and 
(iv) of the second charge sheet. In paragraphs 23 to 27 of 
the report he has taken into account the evidence of MW-6, 
which shows that the employee had been given the work of 
bill purchase deparlmenls and wa.s asked to make entries 
regarding the cheques of the federal bank on 2-12-72 and 
had been further told that the Bank had already issued a 
receipt to the party and it was necessary to make the rele¬ 
vant entry, but the emloyce reposed to do so. He further 
discusses as to how the employee had threatened to .strike 
work if any one made the concerned entry. He has taken 
info account the evidence of MW-4 Narayan that the emp¬ 
loyee was speaking in a very loud voice, he was voisterous and 
he was instigating other officials not to handle that work. 
The enquiry officer has also considered the documentary 
evidence and he has rejected the contention that the emp¬ 
loyee was on strike, in peisuance to a legal strike, the en¬ 
quiry officer has further held that the said strike was illegal, 

14. In para 3 of the written arguments the employee .con¬ 
tends that the enquiry officer has not taken into account 
that the fran.sfer order was not served on him and that the 
question of dis-oheying the order of transfer does not arise. 
On the basis of Ex, M-4 fas marked bv the enuuiry officer), 
the enquiry officer ha.s not accepted the contention of the 
employee that the order of transfer wa.s not made known 
to him. He has reiccted the conteiilion thal Ihc endorsement 
of Ex M-4 is subsequently made. The said finding cannot 
he said to be pervcr.se in Ihc light of the evidence shown 
above, 

13. The employee has contended in his wi'ihcn .irgument 
lhal the eharge ^heet does nut contain Ihc allcgalinns that 
the strike i)leg,ql and therefure the enquiry officer Iia,s 

Pone out ot the way in holding tlini it vv.t’ dlenal and that 
there vvT- no notice the enquiry officer ha' discussed at 
considerable length .about the acts committed bv the emn- 
lovce regarding bis refusal to make the necessary entries, 
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even ihousli he w;is told that the concerned receipt has been 
already to the party. He has further taken into accoant 

the mis-bchaviour of the employee in being bointeroiis and 
in thereatening that none other also should e.ecl that entry. 
When there is a specihe finding based on admissible evid¬ 
ence it cannot be said that the said finding is perverse. The 
second head of the charge in the charge sheet dated 3-10-73 
is that he had behaved in rude manner and boisterously— 
The third head of the charge is that he had instigated other 
members of the staff to desist from handling cheques. The 
.said charge, indicates that these were acts of misconduct, 
within the meaning of rule 6 (dl of the rules. In order to 
prove the alleged mis-conduct under rule 6 (d) the manage¬ 
ment need not have shown in the charge sheet that the 
alleged strike wa,s illegal or that it was bound to prove 
that the strike was illegal. There is no force raised by the 
employee in that connection. 

. 16. The findings of the enquiry officer cannot therefore be 
said to be perverse. 

17. The employee has alleged that the management is 
guilty of unfair labour practice and stopped to victimise him. 
In a case where these alleged acts of rnis-conduct are cstabli- 
iihcd, the question of the management practicii'g unfair labour 
practice or victimising the employee does not arise, 

18. In para 4 of the written arguments it has been con¬ 
tended by the first party that the second party has not explain¬ 
ed as to hov/ the others deserved only a lesser punishment 
and as to why he is subjected to harsher punishment. Under 
section llA of the Industrial Di.sputes Act, the propriety of 
the punishment is amenable to the jurisdiction of this tribu¬ 
nal, The first party has not pointed out to any material oii 
record which leads to an inference tliat be has been discrimi¬ 
nated, The burden is not on the second party to explain that 
it had better reasons to impose lesser punishment on others. 

19. In the written arguments it has been contended that 
ignoring the letter of chairman dated 25-9-73, Sri Ki'ishnappa 
Shetty had issued a charge memo dated 3 11-73. In the 
order dated 22-12-80 passed by this tribunal on the validity 
of dome.stic enquiry, in paragraph 13 it has been already 
held that the contention of the workman that the enquiry 
officer was not competent to issue a vharge sheet cannot be 
upheld. The first party employee therefore cannot raise the 
same point again. 

20. The first parly has contended that the chairman has 
shown loss of confidence as a ground of dismissal, though 
neither tlicrc was a shoW-cau.se notice nor a finding by the 
enquiry ofliicer to that effect. In ‘.he order of dismissal dated 
6.-11-75, the chairman has slaicd that in reply to the second 
show cause notice tlie employee has sent his reply dated 
14-10-75 and had requested to be exonerated but that the 
enquiry officer did not find any juslitlcation for the same. 
Inc chairman then observes that afler careful consideration 
of the matter and taking account of Ihe evidence and record, 
the gravity of charges, he found lliat the employee cannot 
continue to Ivive confidence and thc.eforc he was dismissed 
from service for his mis-conduct. The order is specific that 
he has been dismissed for his rnis-cor.duct. fhe observadon 
that be had last confidence is incidental. The reason assign¬ 
ed for the dismissal is that the charges of the mis-conduct 
had been established. It cannol be accepted lliat because 
there was qo -finding by the enquiry officer regarding hws of 
confidence, or in the second show-cause notice, the order of 
dismissal is bad in law, 

21. In para 3 of the written arguments some authorities 
have been cited to press the point that the previous record 
has not been taken into account and therefore the order, of 
dismissal i.S not valid. Rule 13(a) has been pointed out. It 
has been also urged that no personal hearing was given by 
the chairman. Rule 14(a) states that only if the chairman 
disagrees with the recommendation of (he cpqtiirv officer and 
desires, to impose higher penalty then, he should give the 
employee an opportunity of being heard. >^0 provision from 
the rules has lu-cn pointed out ihat the employee is entitled 
to personal hearing by the chairmari before the punishitient 
di.smissal is imposed. 

22. It has been stated in the written arguments that as 
cr rule 13(a) the punishment of dismissal ought to have 
een Indicated in the charge sheet itself. Rule 13(a) statee 


that the charge sheet should set-forth the alleged gets of 
nff.s-condtict and call-upon hhn to show-cause ns to why des- 
ciplinary action should not be taken and as to why appro¬ 
priate punishment should not be imposed, It does not state 
that any punishment should be specifically stated in the 
charge shco itself before making an enquiry into the alleged 
acts of mis-conduoi. 

23. The authorities shown in the written atgunienl for the 
first party have not been produed before me. In the absence 
of the authoritic.s, it is difficult lo appreciate the contention 
that the order of dismissal is illegal on the ground that it is 
not in accordance with rule 15. It states that in awarding 
the punishment, the gravity of the mis conduct previous rc- 
coid and any other aggrevating or extenuating circumstance 
should be taken into account. The learned counsel for the 
second party submitted that the chairman had taken into 
consideralion the fads regarding the matter, the evidence on 
record, the gravity of the charges and therefore it is in 
accordance with rule 15. 

(a) For the second party the case of the chairman board 
of mining examination V/S Margee (AIR 1977 Supreme 
Court page 965) was cited to show that if fairness his shown 
ab-sence of strict adherence to form does not amount to 
breach. 

(b) The case of workmen of Indian Overseas Bank V/S 
Indian Overseas Bank (1973 I LU page 316) was relied upon 
to show that if past record is bought to !he notice of the 
disciplinary authority and if he refuses to consider the same, 
it may be said to be an infirmity and the order of dismissal 
may be set aside but if Ihe same is not brought to his notice. 
The omis.sion to refer lo the same cannot be a fatal infir¬ 
mity. In the written arguments llierc is no reference to the 
past record or about any extenuating circumstances on that 
they were brought lo notice of the disciplinary authority, 
and that the same was not taken into account. In view of 
the principle laid down in the authority I am of the opinion 
that non-consideration of the previous record cannot be said 
to be fa*al. 

24. The learned counsel for the second party contended 
that the grievance of the employee that the punishment is 
harsh or im-reasonable cannot be accepted, since it is the 
case of grave indiscipline and insubordination. The case 
of Sarabhai M. Chem’Cals (S.M, Chemicals and Electronic 
Linited) (1980 ILLJ page 295) was referred and it was point¬ 
ed out that the test is that no reasonable employer can im- 
po.sc such punishment in like circumstances and then only 
the Tribunal can exercise powers under .section HA of the 
l.D. Act. Looking at the fact that the employee did not 
make the entry even when he was told that receipt had been 
already issued to the pwty and his further conduct that he 
threatened to go on strike if any other employee makes the 
entry, show that ho exceeded the bounds of legitimate protest, 
and indulged in acts of indiscipline. It cannot be said that 
the punishment is unreasonable in the light of the facts and 
circumstances of the case. 

25. In the result, an award is hereby passed to the effect 
that the management cannot be said to be justified in dismis- 
S)ng Sri K. Chandrahasa, a clerk of the second party Bank 
with effect from 6-11-1975 and that he is not entitled to any 
relief. 

(Dictated to the secretary taken down by him and got 
typed and corrected by me). 

Dated : 24-9-87. 

B. N, I.AUGE, Presiding Officer 
[No. L-12012/85/76-D.lI(AXPf)] 
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S.O. 3149.—In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act. 1947 (14 of 1947}, the Central Government 
hereby publishes the awai'd of the Central Government In¬ 
dustrial Tribunal, Bangalore as shown in the Anne.xurc, ni 
the industrial dispute between the cmployeis in relation to 
the Canara Bank and their workmen, which was leccitcd by 
the Central Government on the 9th October, 1987. 


BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR COURT. BANGALORE 

Dated, 28th Day of September, 1987 

Sri B. N. Lalge, B.A. (Hons) LL.B.—Presiding Olhccr. 
Central Reference No. 98/87 


FIRST PARTY 
R. Mohan, V/s. 

Girija Nilayam, 

Subbayyana Palya, 

M. S. Nagar Post, 
Bangalore-33. 

APPEARANCES; 


SECOND PARTY 
Managing Director, 
Canara Bank Head Office, 
112, J. C. Road, 
Bangalore-560002. 


For the first party : No representation. 

For the Second party : S, S. Ramadas, Advocate (Hons.) 


but there was no response. It is therefore deemed that he 
has leured wuh eftect troni il-lU-19o3, It does not amount 
to reiicncnmcnt. Ihc retereuce may be rejected, 

5. Ihe mtinagement has tiled the affidavit of one P. N. 
Raicesrt, a law oltjcer. it has got inaracd Ex. ni-l to M-10. 

ti. Ihe second party have been heard. 

7. On facts the affidavtt of P.N. Itamesh discloses that 
as per tue lounh ai-partiie scitlcmcut an employee is deem¬ 
ed to have voluntarily leiiicd it he remains anseut ttnaulho- 
iisculy lor more than ninciy days and does not respond to 
a nonce of ihii ty day.s. He has Junfier stated that the cir¬ 
cular dated 15-Il'lyo4 liad iiccn issued in that connection, 
the touub lii-partiie settlement is at Lx, M-9, Ex. M-5 is 
the ciicular dated 15-11-1984. Clatise Jti on page 62 marked 
as E.v. lVl-9 (a) and tnc circular Ex. [vT5 subsiaiUiato the 
atlidavit ol tiie P.N. Rame.-h. The said tiffidavil Hx, M-1, 
and the letter dated 13-3-1985 disclose that he was given 
an opportunity to explain his absence and report to duty 
by 25-3-1985. Ex, M-2 is the postal A.D, It bears the signa- 
tiiie of the employee Mohan. The affidavit and Ex, M-3 
.show that because he did not report for duty as per Ex. 
M-1, ho was again called upon to rcixti't to duty within 
thirty days, failing which he was told tliat it will be deemed 
that he had voluntarily retired from service. Ex. M-4 is the 
postal A.D. for the same. Ex. M-6 is the proceedings of 
the General Manager and it shows that because he had 
failed to report to duty in spite of many chances, it wu» 
deemed that he had voluntarily retired from services. Ex. 
M-7 is the postal A. D for the same. Ex. M-8 is the pro¬ 
ceedings of the Deputy General Manager dated 18-11-1985 
and it shows that Ihe fact of his voluntarily retirement has 
been recorded. 


AWARD 

By exercising its powers under section 10(l)(d) of the I.D. 
Act, the Government of India, Ministry of Labour 
has made the present reference on the following point of 
dispute by order No. L-12012/231/86-DIl(A) dated 5-5-87. 

POINT OF DISPUTE 

“Whether the action of management of Canara Bank 
is justified in terminating the services of Shri R. 
Mohan, Clerk, Chakavadu Branch, with effect from 
11-10-15*35 ? If not, to what relief is the concerned 
workman entitled 7’’. 

2, Notices were duly served on the parties, On 15-6-1987 
the first party R. Mohan appeared in person and prayjcd for 
time. Sri S. S. Ramadas. Advocate filed vakalath for the 
second party. The case was then adjourned to 2-7-1987 for 
the claim statement of the first party. The employee R. 
Mohan did not appear, not only on that day, but also till 
today. His right to file the claim statement was forfeited. 
The second party was called upon to file its statement and 
allowed to adduce evidence by affiadvits, 

3, The second party has filed its statement and its con¬ 
tentions in brief, are as follows;— 

4, R. Mohan was working as clerk in Chakavclu Branch 
since January 1984. The second party is a nationalised Bank. 
The employees of the second party arc governed by Canara 
Bank Service code, Shastry Award. Desai award and various 
bipartite settlements, Clause XVI of the IV bipartite settle¬ 
ment dated 17-9-1984 deals with the case of an employee, 
who is deemed to have voluntarily retired from servire. For 
the purpose of general information a circular dated 15-11-1984 
was circulated among all the employees on contairing the 
said information. He remained absent unauthorisedly from 
31-12-1984, A letter dated 13-3-1985 was sent to his htjt 
known address and he was asked to report for duly on or 
before 25-3-1985. It was sent by registered post A.D. It was 
received by him on 21-3-1985. He neither sent any reply 
nor presented for duty. The management concluded that he 
had no intention to join the duties. A notice dated 2-5-1985 
WHS sent to him to report within thirty days, It was duly 
served On him on 9-5-1985. He neither appeared nor did 
he send any reply. The management w'aited till 1-10-1985, 


8. The case of S. Govindrain V/s, Ki.S.R.T.C. (1968 II/ 
LLI page 351) was cited to show that an opportunity of 
c.xplanation was given to him, but he did not avail the 
same and that the recording of his volunlary retirement is in 
accordance with law. 

fa) The case of Shankaraiah V/s. K.S.R.T.C. (1986 1 LLJ 
page 237) has been cited lo support the contention that 
if the termination of the services is in terms of order of 
appointment, then it does not amount to retrenchment. 

(b) The authority of Binny Limited V/s. proceeding officer, 
Labour Court (1986 I LTJ page 237) has been referred to 
point out that if the termination of the service is by opera¬ 
tion of a statutory standing order, it will not amount to 
retrenchment, 

(c) The case of Hamdard Dhawakh,ana (WAK.F) Delhi V/s. 
Labour Court, Delhi (1965 FIR page 300) was pointed out 
to support the submission that the employer has the discre¬ 
tion to treat the case of absence a.s unauthorised under a 
certain rule and that in such ca-sc the termination will bo 
automatic as per the rule, 

9. The bi-partite settlement Ex, M-9 and the circular Ex. 
M-5 are binding on the first party employee. All the condi¬ 
tions required for treating it as a volunlary cessation of 
employment by the employee are fulfilled and it is obvious 
that if becames voluntary retirement The definition of re¬ 
trenchment does not include voluntary retirement of the 
workman as per section (oo)(a). If the cessation of employ¬ 
ment is under provisions of settlement, and if opportunity 
had- been given lo him to explain his absence and if he has 
not availed of the same, the aforesaid authorities show that 
he is not entitled to any relief and it will not be a case of 
termination of the .services. I find that the first party workman 
is not entitled lo any relief. 

10. In flic result, an award is hereby passed to the effect 
that it is not a case of termination to services, but it Is a 
cases of voluntary retirement of Sri R. Mohan, the clerk 
of Chakavclu Branch and that he is not entitled to any 
relief. 

(Dictated to the secretary taken down by him and got 
typed and corrected by me). 

Dated 28-9-87 

B. N. LALGE, Preiiding Officer 
(No. L-12012/231786-0.IIfA)(Pt.)] 
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S.O. 3150.—In pnrsLianct: of sei;tion 17 of the fijJnMvial 
pispulc.s Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publlshc.s the nwaid of the Central Government 
Indubtrinl Tribunal, Kanpur as shown in the Anncxiire, in 
the industrial d'sinite between the employers in relation to'the 
flank of Raroda and their workmen, which was received by 
the Central Government on the 12th Oetpber, 1987. 

flEFORF SHRI ARJAN DEV, PRESIDING OFFICER 
CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTR.IAL TRIBUNAL, 
KANPUR 

Industrial Dispute No. 89|86 
Reference No. L-12012l232|81-D. IKA) dt. 20-5-86 
In the matter of dispute between : 

Shri O. P. Gupta. 

President, 

National Confederation of Bank Employees 
19 Gnrbarjhula, 

Amina bad 
I.UCKNOW 

AND 

Tile Regional Manager 
Bank of Baroda, 

4 Park Roaa, 

Hazaratganj, 

LUCKNOW 

APPEARANCE : 

Shri V. N. Sekhuri, representative fOr the workman, 

Shri A. N. Verma. representative for the Management. 
AWARD 

1. The Central Government, Ministry of Labour, vide its 
notification No. U-12t)12|232l81-D. llfA) dt. 20-5-86, has 
referred the following dispute for adjudication to this 
Tribunal : 

“Whether the action of the management of Bank of 
Baroda in terminating the .service.s of Shri Madan 
1,^1. Peon-cum-watchman, Puranpur Branch is jus¬ 
tified ? If not, to what relief is the workman con¬ 
cerned entitled '/ 

2. In June, 1975, S|Shri Y.K, Agrawal, I. D. Trivedi, and 
Madan Lai (hereinafter referred to as workman) were 
working as Agent, Cashier and Peon-cum-Watchman res¬ 
pectively in the Ptuanpiir Branch, District Pilibhit of Bank 
of Baroda.^ In respect of all eged incident of gross nsis- 
behaviour .and assault on Agent on 21-6-75, tbe workman 
■was served with a Charge Shed dt, 3-8-76, the relevant 
portion of which reads as under ; 

That on 21-6-75. while you wee working at our Puranpur 
Branch you have commited following acts of commission 
and ommission; 

1. On 21-6-75 at about 10-00 a.m. when the branch 
Agent in.structed you to bring usual books, ledgers, you got 
fui'iov.c and threw those books on the Agent's table in a 
disordered way When the Agent advised you to vtoik 
properly in the Bank yoU became angry nnj replied : 


2, At about 10,20 A, M. Mb Y. K. Agrawal, the Agent 
required you to bring a glass of water. The Agent was about 
to take It but he noticed the water was not clean. As 
the water was not clean, he asked you to change the 
w'afer. You got furious. You lifted the glns;> of water iind 
pointing it towards the Agent questioned him as to what 
was wrong with that water and how was it not clean. You 
shouted in a derogatory langauage. Against the Agent to the 
effed that KHAAMEKHAN PARESHAN KIYA KARTE 
Ha IN, When one client of the Rfink who was sitting in 
front of the Agent advised you that when this wafer wa.s 
dirty by you should not change it. You again shoiued and 
abused the .3gent saying “Bas PARESHAN KARTE ILMN.” 

3- At about 11.15 A.M. the Agent askej for ceitain 
ledgers and registers. When the Agent remained you for tho 
same, you, while making faces toward.s hire, arrogantly 
shouted him “I.A TO RARE HAIN”. The Agent etiquied as 
to what were you doing, you arrogantly and insultingly replied 
to the Agent ABHI DANT KHOD RAHE HAI. You imme¬ 
diately rushed towards tho ledgers/registers, brought and 
roughly threw them on his table. You were again advised by 
the ■■kgent that the ledgers, registers would he torned witii 
this sort of rough handling. 

4. The Agent thereafter (i.c. after -3. above) telling you 
the specific number of recurring deposit ledger instructed you 
to bring tbe same. You instead of bringing the register asked 
for, wilfully brought all the three R.D. ledgers and con- 
tcmuluouslv threw them on the Agent's table by shouting in 
abusive and derogatory language to the effect “JO CHAHYE 
LE I.O. HAME NAHIN MALUM NUMBER VOUMBER, 
BARE AGENT KF CHODE BANE MAIN'’. When the a.gent 
advised you to behave properly you abu'ed and insulted him 
and threatened him by .saving “TUMHARR MAN ME' AYE 
VO KAR lENA TUMHEN YAHAN RAHNA HAI K1 
NAHIN KANPUR KA RASTA DHOODNA M'USHKIL HO 
lAYEGA”. 

5. The Agent after the incident at -4- above to call for 
vour explanation on your above behaviour by issuing memo 
in writing to you. Knowing this you very furiously shouted 
at the Agent. You abused and insult him and threatened the 
A.gent by saying “EK COPY KHUDA KE PAAS BHl BHEJ 
DFNA, memo DE KAR DEKHO. NATUA Bill DEKET. 
TUM MEMO DEOGE TO HAM KYA TUMHEN CHHOR 
DENGE- LAGATA HAI OIDAR KI MAUT AAYEB HAI". 
This shows that you have insulted, abused and intimated the 
branch Agcnl M'r. Agrawal for inducing him not to issue the 
memo to you. You also obstructed him preparing the memo 
referred to above. 

6. The Agent when advised vou not lo obstruct him from 
Pi^paring the memo, you also further threatened him of 
dire consequences and insullcd and abused bini by sboutin.g 
to the effect, "DEKHO TETTER DEOGE TO TUMHARI 
HAM APNE ASr.V-F BAAP KH. PAIDA HUYF TO TUMKO 
ZINDA NAHf CHHORENGE, You then went inside the 
room behind the chair of the Agent. 

7. At about 12.10 p.m. you rushed out of the room behind 
the ch.air of the Agent and furiously .shouted at the Agent 
saying "TETTER DE RAHE HO. ACHCHA LAO KAH.AN 
HAT LETTER". You .snatched away the p.ipcrs lying on the 
Agent’s (able and pushed him. 5'ou assaulted him and force¬ 
fully pushed him as a I'esult of which he fell down on hii 
chair You then immediaiely attacked on him and egu.ght 
hold of him by his neck and white pressing bis neck yOu 
shouted in abusive and filthy vvordi and threatened him of 
his life with woids “A.A,I TUMHF /INDA NAHf CHHO 
ROONGA" and A UR LETr*-R DE SALE HHAINCHOD. 
Due lo the said violent atlacl,, atsauU and ihicfit to the hie 
of A‘.;ent by you, the Agent ci ied fVu.help 
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Howcvrr, the C'jshier Shu I'hwar Daial pu!li;d one b'. one 
both the enteined !,huUcrs down, vushcd towards the Agent 
and sluit his moutJi by his hand. Yon tlicn said hSKO SAH 
KO ANDAR I.E CHALO. JALDI ANDAR LE CHALO.” 
The Agent tried hard to free himself and escape from your 
grip. As soon as he got a chance be ran out of the branch 
to save himself and went to the police station and sought 
the police protection. 

Yonr above acts amount to your serious misconduct. It has. 
therefore, heen decided to hold a depai imenlal enquiry into 
your conduct. 

The bank charges you as under : 

1. Act subversive of discipline which is act prejudicial 
to the interest of the Bank which is a gros.s mis¬ 
conduct under clause 19.JJ of tht Bipartite Settle¬ 
ment. 

2. Act prejudicial to the interest of the Bank which 
IS a gross misconduct under clause 19 51 of the 
Bipartite Settlement, 

.1. Wilfull insubordination which is a gross misconduct 
under clause 19.5(e) of the Bipailitc Settlement. 

4. Indecent behaviour on the oremises of the Bank 
which is a gross mi.sconduct under clause ]9..5(cj 
of the Bipartite Settlement. 

5. Disorderly behaviour on the premises of the Bank 
which is a gross misconduct under clause 19.5(c) 
of the Bipartite Settlement. 

3. The inquiry was entrusted to Shri S. S. Desai. Ofliccr, 
Department of Inquiry Cell and Sivccial Investigation Cell 
Baroda. The Inquiry Officer in his inquiry report dt. 3-9-78 
held all the charges c.xcept charge No. 3 as proved against 
thft workman, Thereafter, the Inquiry Officer gave a .show 
cause notice to the workman on the question of proposed 
punishment. After considering the representation made bv 
the workman against it. the Inquiry Oiliccr ordered discharge 
of workman from service with the direction that the order 
of discharge would be given effect after compliance with 
tile provisions of section 33 I.D. .Act in view of the pending 
conciliation proceedings. Against the order of punishment the 
workman filed an appeal, However, the Appellate .Authority 
by its order dated 10-3-80 dismissed his anneal. 

4. The workman has challenged the order of his discharge 
from service on a number of grounds. According to him 
there had been undue and abnormal delay in the conduct of 
disciplinai'y proceedings against him. The Management was 
guilty of di.scrimination against him in-fis-much as they did 
not take any disciplinary proceedings against (he Cashier 
although he was described as co-accused by the Agent. The 
Inquiry Officer funher wrongly placed reliance on hearsay evi¬ 
dence of Shri ,S. S. Seth, Afanagcr, Bareilly branch to whom 
lire incident was .said to have been narrated by the Agent 
on telephone. The Inquiry Officer further erred in placing 
reliance on certain reporls although persons making such 
reports were not produced at the inquiry The findings as 
such given by the Inquiry Officer are pcrscT.se. Even material 
documents were not made available to the workman during 
course of inquiry. The workman has then alleged that (he 
action of the Managmcnt in treating him as discharged from 
service w.e.f. 2-7-79, is illegal as ihe order of discharge dated 
2-7-79 was put into communication to him on 23-7-79. He 
has also alleged that once the police niithoritv decided that 
tliere v-is no case for prosecution acains': the workman nil 
that I be Management could do even after holding the inquiry 
again-t him was to terminate his services vviih 3 months not'ce 
and aUownnce in lieu of not’ce and navmenls of his full pay 
and allowances for the period of his suspension. 

.5. Dn the other hand, it is pleaded by the Management 
that there is no merit in the points raised hy the workman 
in t’' claim statement. The order of piinishmenf is a rcr- 
fec'li legal order and that the inquiry proceedings were con- 
du-'t-d by observing all the norms and principles of naliual 
justice. 

b In this cast from the side of the management affidavit 
o'" '’’ ri S. S. Des,ai, Inquiry Officer, has been filed and the 
yiivbman has filed his. own affidavit in support of their rcs- 
cases. These witnesses were cross-examined bv other 
s'de \ number of documents have also been filed by both 


the sides A few documents have been tiled bj Maniigeineut 
unsler the orders of the Tribunal Passed on llic application 
of the workman for summoning documents. 

7. The first point which hus been urged on behalf of the 
workman in this case is that Uie construction of Charge-sheet 
is bad in-as-nuicli as the Manageinciu has not Lakcii discipli¬ 
nary proceedings against the Cashier who was also named as 
co-accused by ine Agent. In this connection Sri V. N. Sekhari, 
aulhorised representative for the woikman. has referred to 
the photostat copy of letter dated 2-7-75 written by Agent 
to the Regional Manager, Lucknow. In support of lits aigu- 
ments Sri Sekhari has placed reliance on the ruling in the case 
of South Kujama Colliery Vs. C.l-i.I.T., Dhanbad and 
anothers 1967 II-LIJ page 193 (Patna). It was a case where 
the workman was dismissed for misconduct of sleeping while 
on duty while other workmen for similar offence were let 
ofl widi a simple warning. It was held that the punishment 
of dismisGal being discriminatory was tinjLruificd, 

8. On the other hand, it has been argued by the authorised 
representative for the Management that the above ruling has 
no application to the facts of the present case. Whereas the 
case in which the above ruling was given where workmen 
were guilty of similar misconduct, it is not so for as (he 
preseni case is concerned. On a plain reading cf the letter 
dl. 2-7-75 to which reference has been made by Sri Sekhari, 
it will appear that major and prominent role in the commis¬ 
sion of offence of gross misbehaviour and assault were com¬ 
mitted by the workmen. .All that can he said to that the 
workman had tacit and some times vocal support of the 
Cashier. Before taking up disciplinary proceedings, it has 
to be seen whether or not there i.s sufficient material to 
proceed against a particular workman. In the instant case Sri 
Sekhari has clavcrly avoided reference to the F.TR. wh'ch 
was lodged by the Agent in respect of the offence dated 
21-6-1975 at the police station. The photostat copy of the 
E'.I.R. has been filed by the bank and it is paper No. 2 of 
the list of documents dt. 19-12-86. It is not that (he work¬ 
man was not aware of Ihe F.l.R. In fact as will appear 
from the photostat copy of the inquiry proceedings filed 
by the bank under the orders of the Tribunal on the appli¬ 
cation of the workman that copy of FIR at the start of the 
proceedings was given to the representative of the workman. 
1 he FIH will show that it was lodged only against tho work¬ 
man Sri Madan Lai. Therefore, it is quite possible that the 
Management did not think it proper to take up disciplinary 
proceedings against Iho workman. 

9. .After hearing two sides, I find force in the arguments 
of the Hiilhoriscd representative for the management. The 
point urged before rrse by Shri Sekhari has no force at all.. 
It has been righlly pointed out by aulhoriscd representative 
of the Bank that the facts of the case in vvhicji (ho ruling 
was given and the case before us arc not the same. It is not 
out of place lo remark (hat daily we .see that in some of the 
cognliuibie cases where (here arc more than one accused, the 
Investigating Officer dots not give charge sheet against some 
of the accused on (he ground of th^c being no sufficient 
material to proceed again.st them. Simdarlv in criminal cases 
some of the accused are acquitted on account of there being 
no evidence or weak evidence again.st them. If, therefore, 
the bunk in its wisdom, on the basis of Insufficient material' 
d.d not like to proceed against the Cashier it would not 
render the domestic inquiry proceedings against the workman 
illegal. 

10. The second point urged by Shri Sck'uiri is that the 
defence rcpre^entLitive at (be dome.stic inquiry was deni.^d 
the nrivilaite of gelling copies of documents on which the 
rviaTidgcrrent ic?plicd upon. T]i(* .'"-iLithoriseLl rcpvcscntntivo 
of the Bank submits that the point urged is devoid of merit. 
It will appear from the inquirv procceding.s (hat copies 
of all material documents were furnished to the defftnee 
Tenrcseiitutivc. From page 3 of the inquiry proceedings it 
will anpear that the defence rcpresenlative asked for the 
following documents i— 

1. Memo calling explanation of the workman; 

2. Names, addrcs.scs and particulars of the supposed 
customers who were alleged to have witnessed the 
offence ; 

3. Agent’s report to the Regional Manafier’s Office 
Lucknow regarding occurrence ; 
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4. Copy of F.I.R. 

5- Copy of findings of the police; 

6. Copie.s of letter F.I.R, served or exehnnged in 
respect of Sri 1. D. Trivedl; 

7. Copy of investigation report by bank otilcial 

8. Statement of Agent to the Rank for delay in issue 
of charge shoct; and 

9. List of papers alleged to have been snatched away 
froirj the Agent by workman, 

11. From page 3 it will appear that copy of Agent’s 
report and the copy of F.I.R. were given to the defence 
representative. Document mentioned at serial no. 1 was not 
relevant; document mentioned at serial no, 5 was out of 
reach of the bank and the Inquiry Officer ; documents men¬ 
tioned at serial no. 6 were not relevant .is he was not being 
produced against document mentioned at serial no, 8 too is 
not material and document mentioned at serial no. 7 was 
also not considered as material docuntent by the Inquiry 
Officer, who at page 18 of the inquiry report observed that 
it was of a preliminary nature and that the prosectiLion did 
not rely on it to prove its case. As regards document men¬ 
tioned i»t serial no, 9, the authorised rcprsentativc of the 
bank submits that being a simple allegation of fact made by 
Agent it was to be proved by prosecution as a fact. Non 
furnishing of the list would simply amount to this fact 
having not been pressed, 

12. After hearing both the sides I find that even in this 
point of the authorised repre.sentativc for the workman I do 
not find much force. The authorised repre.sentativc of the 
bank have fully explained every thing on the point, The 
material documents were certainly the copy of the F.I R. 
and Agent’s report lo the R. M. Office whose copie,s were 
furnished to the Defence Repffficntative at the beginning of 
the inquiry. As regards the nuiries of the witnesses, they 
are found mentioned in the Agent’s report to the R. M, 
Office at Lucknow, So Defence representative could well 
find out as to who t^e-se persons were. Besides none of 
the.se witnesses was examined by department at the inquiry. 

13. Thirdly, it has been argued by Sri Sekhari. that the 
findings given hv the Inquiry Officer .nre perverse being not 
based on legally admissible evidence. For instance none 
of the witnesses named by the Agent in his report dt. 2-7-75 
to the R. M. Office, of which reference has been made 
earlier was examined at the inquiry to corroborate the testi¬ 
mony of the Agent. Further reliance was placed by the 
inquiry officer on hearsay evidence of Sri S. S, Seth, Agent 
Bareilly Branch of Bank of Baroda. As such the findings 
of the Inquiry Officer are vitiated. 

14. From the side of the management it has bten argued 
by the authorised representative that it is not the law that 
the uncorroborated testimony of the complainant should- 
not be relied upon. In a case where no independent witness 
comes forward to corroborate the complainant, all tint is 
required by law is that the testimony of the comnlainant 
should be examined with due care and caution. In the 
instant case it has to he noted that the wofkman did not 
nut himself in the witness box to deny the facts deposed lo 
by the Agent against him at the inquiry. Domestic Tribu¬ 
nals do not eniov powers of court of law who can compel 
the attendance of witnesses. Therefore, even if there is an 
earnest desire on the part of the prosecutinn in a domestic 
inonirv to exnjnine nnblic witnesses, the inquiry officer cannot 
enforce (heir attendance if they are not prepared to come 
and denote at such n inquiry. From the proceedings i* will 
appear that the pro.secntlon even wanted to exatrf'ne District 
Magistrate but fic could not examine bim. As regards the 
evidence of Sri S. S. Setb all that he has to say to that 
he was not a witness of fact. He was simnlv n witness of 
the fact that on telenhori" the Agent tolil h,im about the 
facts about occurrence. His evidence was in the nature of 
a circumstance to corroborate tbc tesfimonr of the Agent. 

15. After the tv/o .sides and after going through the 
findings. T .am of the view that there is nothing from which 
it may be held that the findings arc perverse or based on 


legally inadmissible evidence. The evidence of Sfl S. S. Seth 
is in the nature of rc.ssgcstae, -Under Evidence -Act what 
is told by a viciira to others soon after the occurrence is 
a iclcvant fact. If it is a relevant fact it can be taken 
notice of by the authority of a circumstance. However, I 
may n.xikc it clear that I do not dispute nor it has been 
disputed by the' authorised representative of the bank that 
if lh6 findings arc based on legally inadmissible evidence, 
they would he vitiated. Even no reliance can bb placed on 
hearsay evidence. Further it is the quality of evidence and 
not the (juantitv which matters. In the instant case wc 
havt seen that no evidence was given by the workman in 
defence at the inquiry as will he evident from the proceedings 
noted at page 99 of the inquiry proceedings. 

16. In the circumstances unless there was inherent 
improbabilities iri the prosecution, version, the evidence of 
the complainant would have to be believed. There is 
nothing that Agent had any previous enmity with the 
workman. 

17. lastly on the question of punishment it has been 
argued by Sri Sekhari, authorised representative for the 
workmen, that it is disproportionate and excessive, it docs 
not amount to major misconduct. For this ho has placed 
reliance on the following two rulings; 

1. Ved Prakash Gupta Versus M|s. Delton Cable 

India (P) Limited, 1984, Lab IC page 656 ; and 

2. Chhotalal Vithaldas Vs. Halhar Salt Chemical Works 

1986 Ub IC page 938, 

I have gone through the two rulings and find that they have 
no application to the facts of the present case. 

18. In the first ruling the services of the workmen were 
terminated on the ground that he used filthy, derrogative 
and abu.sive language against co-workers, It was held that 
punishment awarded is shockingly disproportionate, regard 
being had lo the charge framed against him. In the second 
ruling the workman was found, being rude to the manager 
of the company. It was held that the award of punishment 
of disnjssal from .service was wrong. 

19. In the instant case the workman was foupd guilty 
of not only gross mis-bchaviour with the Agent but also he 
went a step further by assaulting’ him and holding a threat 
to his life. The Management have filej the photo copy of 
the inquiry report of tfie Agent, The inquiry report has 
not been udmitted by Sri Sekhari, authorised representative 
for the workman. Mere denial will not be sufficient in this, 
case becnic.se in this case by means of his application dt. 
19-12-1986, on behalf of the workman, he summoned the 
original photocopy of the inquiry proceedings and exhibits 
tiled the inquiry. The injury report was proved hy the Agent 
at the enquiry, as will appear from the inquiry proceedings. 
As such, such a workman is most unfit to be retained in 
service, li thus clearly anmunfs to gross misconduct within 
the meaning of para 19,5 of Bipartite Settlement for which 
major pun'shmeht of dismi'^.sal from service under para 19.6 
of the said settlement is provided. 

20. It was argued from the side of the workman that 

the workrnan was being asked to do over time when he wa's 
not willing to do so and, therefore, this case had been 
cooked up against him. Since it has been hold that findings 
given bv Inquiry Officer are not perverse nor they can bo 
snccessfiiMv assailed on any other ground, it cannot be said 
that the case haq teen cooked up against the workman. 
The cvciviiTicc of the workman lo which Sri Sekhari has 

refc'Tcd is no grievance at all It is great pitv that the 

workman was not prepared to do over lime for an Institution 
which was his bread giver. It is not said that tc was not 

being pni.-l for over time. If due to some increase in wotk 

the .-keent wanted him to do over time, 1 do not understand 
wheel v-as the hitch for the workman to do it. If he had 
anv cr.'cvan'-c on this count he could have referred the 
meittcr lo the Regional Manager. 

21. Thus. I find nothing illegal either m the inquiry or 
in the punishment awarded to the workman. Hence, it is 
held that the action of the Management of Bank of Baroda 
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in terminating the services of Shri Madan Lnl, Peon-cimt- 
Watchman, Puranpur Branch, is justified. 

21. Award, is made accordi^-'gly. 

22. Let six copie.s of this award be sent to the Government^ 
for its publication. 

Dt. 30-9-1987. 

AR.TAN DEV, Presiding Officer. 
[No. L-12012|232|8l-D. ir(A)] 
N. K. VERMA, Desk Officer. 

fff 23 1987 

<^.311. 3151—g<«hK' ^ 11^ ETimPT ^ 
f% t HV-hrtd ^ 3T^aET *11, afkftPr^ 
fwT arfidTm, 1947 (1947 ^ 14 ) fft srm 2 
% ijl" (l) % (VI) % %• apjET-ar 

Sr, ^TRcT d<+Ti % ».TE ^ ?r«!Tr 

TT.3TT, 1206 27 af^vT, 1987 JRT feft 

»fV ^ £8^ % Jr ^ETT ^ sfffffd-qTT % RTfhsprf 
% f^r^ 10 Ef, 1987 Jr Et? RTO ^ ^dPTfsT^ 
fvT^ ^ Twftft Jett ^rrrrr f^tir ^rr; 

srlr ?r73FTT 'fft TTTr I ^ 5fEF%T Jf 

■hieilqftj' ^ *tlt8 ^ aftr “M"!idftJ ^ fJf? d?l9l 

^rm ar^wr | ; 

am;, 3T^, arlrlfw fwm arfal^Tr, 1947 
(1947 ^r 14 ) ^ sTTTr 2 % isy (j) % 

(e) % 'TTEJ^ SKT STTIT Kfftcidl' fU JETtE d73:% 

51 ?, ^TETiR tepRT ^ arffifrirtr % 
WEiEff % M 10 ERR, 1987 ^ RrE' spE 
aftr tfREEftr fJlt ^ Rtfrifr JtET «ftf^ RtfE 

tl 

[E. '^'11017/5/85--#t-l(lT] 
RE ?Tr^, afR 

New Delhi, the 23rd October, 1987 

S.O. 3151.—Whereas the Cenlial Government havin,^ been 
Satisfied that the public interest so required had, in pursu¬ 
ance of the provision of sub-clause (vi) of clause (n) of 
section 2 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947;, 
declared by the Notification of the Government of India in 
the Ministry of I.abour S.O, No. 1206 dated the 27th April, 
1987 the service in any Oil field to be a public utility ser¬ 
vice for the purposes of the said Act, for a period of six 
months, froirj the 10th May, 1987; 

And whereas, the Central Government is of opinion that 
public interest requires the extension of the said period by 
a further period of six months; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
the proviso to sub-clause fvi) of clause (n) of section 2 of 
the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Cen¬ 
tral Government hereby declares the said industry to be a 
public utility service for the purpose of the said Act, for a 
further period of six months from Ih® 10th November, 
1987, 

[No. S-11017/5/85-D.l(A)] 
NAND LAL, Under Secy, 

87/1443 GI—II. 


fSRfE, 23 3EPJR, 1987 

EE.STT, 315 2—SlWfEEl IeEK affgf^, 1947 
( 1947 EE 14) tE OTTI 17 % RJTEE Jr, %EiEE 
REET EW EKE EiE1%E ETEE % 

JlEtm % RTO fpq'l'jI'h'E sfEr EE^ EeEeEtE %■ ^lE, 
arjTO ir ffifRE sfE^frfw Ewe e %7eEt eeeet 
arElfrfR afTEJERT EEET 2, 8ETEK ^ EET? eEE 
M+lPuH ErmE t, ^ %7?rE REEE EtE 14 STE^R, 
1987 etE mm ^3rr et i 

New Delhi, the 23rd October, 1987 

S.O. 3152.—In pursuance of section 17 cf the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the following award of the Central Govern¬ 
ment Industrial Tribunal No. 2, Dhanbad us shown in the 
Annexure, in the industrini dispute between the employers in 
relation to the management of M/s. Bharat Coking Coal 
Limttcd, and their workmen, which was received by the 
Central Government on the I4lh October, 1987. 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL (NO. 2 ) AT DHANBAD 
Reference No. 308 of 1986 

In the matter of indusTial dispute under Section 10(1) (d) 
of the I. D. Act. 1947 

PARTIES ; 

Employers in relation to the management of Messrs. 
Bharat Coking Coal Limited, and their workmen. 

APPEARANCES: 

On behalf of the workmen—Shri T. P. S’'ngh, Advocate, 
On behalf of the employers—Shri G. Prasad, Advocate. 

STATE ; Bihar INDUSTRY ; Coal 

Dhanbad, Ihc 30th September, 1987 
AWARD 

The Government of India, Minisliv of Labour and Reha¬ 
bilitation in exercise of the powers conferred on them under 
Section 10(1 )(d) of the I. D. 4ct, 1947 had referred the 
following dispute to the Central Govcinnietlt Industrial 
Tribunal No, 1, Dhanbad for adiudicalioii v'dc their Order 
No. l.-20012(835)/82-D.III (A) dated 29-4-83. But subse¬ 
quently the said reference wa.s transferred to this Tribunal 
vide their Order No. L-20025(8)/85-D,in (A), dated, the 
18th August, 1986. 

SCHEDULE 

‘Whether the action of the management of Messrs 
Bharat Coking Coal Limited ii) not abaorhing the 
Homeguard followers listej in the Annexure below, 
on the rolls of the nitmagemcnt, is justified 7 If 
not, to what relief arc tlie'.o workmen entitled ?’’ 

ANNEXURE 

1. Shri Kashi Nath Sharma 

2. Shri Madan Thaknr 

3. Shri Ghanshyam 7‘hakur 

4. Shri RamJeo Pd. Rai 

5. Shri Banshi Ram 

6. Shri Ram Bksun Pandey 

7. Shri Upendra Rajak 

8. Shri Kapildeo Thakur 

9. Shri Kashi Kant M'ishra 

10. Shri Janaki Mahto 

11. Shri Oaf.aran Ansari 

12. Shri Pendra Rajak-2 

13. Shri Radheshyara Prasad 
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14. Shri Yidunandan Thakiir 

15. Shri Shankar Singh 

16. Shri Gopal Pandil 

17. Shri Jitendra Rajak 

18. Shri Nar Bahadur 

19. Shri Kamal Rai 

20. Shri Ashok Kumar Singh 

21. Shri Gyani Dubey. 

The case of the workmen is that after the take over of 
the coal mines, BCCL requisitioned the services of the Home- 
guard for security of the coal Mines. The Home guard 
personnel were lent on deputation by the Stale Government 
of Bihar sometime in July or August 1972, Gradually the 
Home Guards in the colliery were replaced by the Central 
Industrial Security Force (ClSF). The BCCL appointed some 
Homeguard followers a.s ancilliary workers -ns wok, barber, 
washerman, water fetchcr, cobbler etc. The said Home 
guard followers were appointed by the BIG /Chief of Security, 
BCCL. The said Homeguard followers were paid through 
the bills prepared by the DIG/Chief Security of BCCL. 
When the Homeguards were reverted hack to their parent 
body in the State of Bihar, about 100 home guard followers 
including the concerned workmen were retained by BCCL 
on daily remuneration of Rs. 12 only in 1981. A corre.s- 
pcnce ensued between Shri S. K. Choudhury, the then General 
Manager fP) and Shri F. Ahmed the then Commandant 
General, Bihar Homeguard, resulting in assurante by BCCL 
that the Home guards followers will not face any hardship 
and they will be properly looked .after. The letter dated 
5-4-81 from Shri F. Ahmed, Commandant General. Bihar, 
Homeguard with reference to D.O, letter dated 27-3-81 from 
Shri S. K .Choudhury was written to that effect. As net the 
said a.ssurancc at least 26 home guard followers were absorbed 
in the employment of BCCL but the concerned workmen were 
not given employment. Inspite of reneated representation 
the case of the concemed workmen were not considered by 
the management of BCCL It is not only that the case of 
the concerned workmen were ignored by the management of 
BCCL but a considerable number of persons ssere subseqiicntlv 
recruited in the channel of Home guard followers although 
the mam body of Home guards had moved away frorp BCCL 
to their parent body in March, 1981 and l.hosc subsequently 
recruited persons arc given regular employment in the secu¬ 
rity deoartment of BCCL. The action of the management in 
not absorbing the concerned workmen who were working as 
Home guard followers is not justified. On the above facts 
it has been nraved that an Award be n,a,s-ed for absorntion 
of the concerned workmen fn the security department of 
BCCL with other benefits as may be deemed fit. 

The case of the management Is that the reference is bad 
and not mamtamable. The establishment/office of the Chief 
of Security/DTG of BCCL Is not a mine under the I. D. 
Act and the concerned workmen are not persons emnlovcd in 
a ‘mine’. The concerned persons are not ‘workmen’ under 
the I.D, Act. They are integral parts of BIh.sr Home gtiard 
and arc employed in the Pohco services. The Tlnmc guard 
ncrsonnel are lent on deputation by the narent deoartment 
i.e. the State Government of Bihar for the security of the 
Coal Mine. Merely because the services of the Home guards 
are transferred on deputation femnorprilv, if docs not mean 
that a contract has come Into existeivc'vvith the BCCL or 
ihe Central Indiisfrial Security Force, There was no employer 
and rmplovee relationshio between flic concerned person and 
BCCL. They were never on the nay roll of BCCL. A good 
number of ex-home guard followers ivcre gis'en fobs in the 
security denartment under the riSF ,ss followers in 1979 
and th.. persons who tind nut In one vc:ir or mure service 
followers wem considered hv a dnlv ronstilntcd srlcettnn 
committee and h number of tb"m weie ebsorbrd bv f'lSF 
Tho e absorbed by OSF are not on the roll of BCCL. 

The coneemed ?1 persons nnmej in mfei-pnce n ere 

orally called for interview bv SI9F and ,klShri Kasbinatb 
Shasma ('SI, No, It. Kashikant Misbra I'.Sl. No. 9L Janki 
Vf,ib.ato tsi No lO'l yhant-nr gin"'! rSl No, nop->I 

Pandit rci ,No 16-i Knmal Wov /qi N„ ipi ^sbok 

tCumnr fi-eh rSl. No. ?p-) of thp referen-e were appointed 
N vsr.'nns grpde/nedre den-ndincr npon tbeir 
smtabilltv. Md. Guffaren Apsari ,91, No. 11 wa^ pot S'leried 
by the said serreninn eommittee of tbn rrsjp sihri rt-idhe- 
shyam Pd. (SI, No, 13) and Banahi Ram (SI. No. 5) did not 


ppitear in the said interview. The re.st concemed persons 
namely S/Shri Madan Thakur, (SI. No. 2), Ganshyam Tha- 
kur (SI. No. 3), Ramdeo Pd. Rai (SI. No, 4), Ram Bisuu 
Pandey SI. No. 6, Upendru Rajak (SI. No. 7), Kapildeo 
Thakur (SI. No. 8), Upendra Rajak (S), No. 12), Jadunandan 
Tliakur (SI. No, 14), Jitendra Rajak SI. No. 17, Gyani Dubey 
SI. No. 21 and Nar Bahadur (SI. No. 18) who had appeared 
in the .sa'd interview were not found suitable and could not 
be selected. There was no contract between the State Go¬ 
vernment of Bihar and the BCCL that the Hgmeguard follo¬ 
wers shall be provided employment by BCCL. The case of 
all the concerned ner-soiis were considered and 7 out of them 
had already been absorbed by CISF before the reference was 
made on 29-4-83 and as such tho reference is iTifructuous. 
i'hc action of the management of M/s. BCCL in not absorb¬ 
ing the rest of the 14 concerned rer.sons who were either not 
found suitable by the CISF or who did not attend the inter¬ 
view or who did nol report for duty after selection is fully 
justified. 

The points to be determined in this case are whether (1) 
the concerned per.iOns arc entitled for being absorbed on 
the rolls of BCFT. (2; whether the concerned persons were 
'•rnployed in a mine so that the reference could be made bv 
tie Centra] Government and (3) whether the concerned 
rercons were workmen as defined under Section 2(8) of the 
I. D, Act. 

The management examined four witnesses In all and exhi¬ 
bited documents as Fx. M-1 to M-I6. The workmen examined 
two witnesses and produced documents which have been 
marked Ext. W-1 to \V-5. 

Now, it is admitted fact that the seven concerned iwraon.s 
S/Shri Kashinath. ,Shri Kashinath Mishra, Shankar Singh, 
Kama! Boy. Janki Mahato, Gonal Pandit and Ashok Kumar 
S-'ngh have been given employment in CISF. Ext. M-3 and 
M-4 will show that the above 7 concerned persons were 
selected in an interview and were appointed by the CISF 
from 21-5-82 except Shankar Singh who was absorbed on 
12-6-82. Ext. \f-3 will further show that the criteria for 
relection was that there were ex-Bihar Home guard followers 
dcrloved in BCCL w];o were thereafter absorbed in CISF 
ihrough screening commlltee, It will thus appear that so 
far the dispute in vesuect of 7 persons are concerned, they 
have already pot emplcyment and there is no dispute regard¬ 
ing (heir emplojmieuf. The dispute therefore remained in 
lespect of the remaining 14 concerned persons. 

It is adrnitted case of the parties that the concerned persons 
were appointed as Home guard followers after the Home- 
guards were deployed in BCCL for the security of the Coal 
Industry after the Coal Industry was nationalised. At the 
’■cry ouPset it must he understood that the concerned persons 
were not Home guard personnel and they were employed to 
Work as Home guard followers after the Home guards were 
d-niited for Industrial sciiritv in BCCI,. MW-1 Shri A. K. 
Srivas'ava is working as Head Asstt. in BCCL Sccnrily Hcad- 
(liiarlcrs. He has no doubt, stated that the concerned persons 
wbn were Home guard followers were not the workrnen of 
BCCL and tb,a( (hev were never op the pav roll of BCCL. 
He has .stpvd that whenever the Home guard hattaFon moved 
or ramned tb« services of some persons were required for 
doing ancill ary work in connection with camping of home 
giiord bnltabon in BCCL. He lias further stated that tbc 
«-<om- „nar,] followers tued to do the cleaning work, cooking 
work, barber v/ork, washerman of the Homeguard etc. and 
'he concerned persons were also doffig the .said wmrk of 
Home guards. In his cross-examination he has stated that 
Shri R. N. Singh ,vns the Chief Scciirifv Officer of the Security 
dep.ar<in“rit nf BFCr, when he came in the security denart¬ 
ment of Bcri, ip 197fi spfl that Shri R N. Sineh Conlimicd 
m that rn-rncitv (ill iqpo. He has stated that Shri Chouban 
'■ii'v-ecded ,Shri P. N. Sineb ip 1980 and coptinn'H ('ll August. 
1983. He has further .stated that In 1982 CISF Personnel 
lyez-e ppste.i m Brci and (hev took over from the Home 
mi.nrd nersopnel demited in BCPI. He has further stated 
that 'he Home giinrd nersonnet were under the control of 
ih" TJead of Security of Brrr., He has also stated that 
soma pf tu,. Home guard Followers were aiven over to CISF 
end rcmhiirreiri-nf of tho'c persons were mnde hv BFrj,. 
'Seenrdirg >0 him had their own followers he-'d-s 

hoso bon-,. W'avd followers who were given over tb. FTCH 
e has further stated that the security department of BCCL 
had no concern with CISF, Thus it will appear that the 
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Security department of BCCL was a separate body betonamg 
lo me isiwc-i- ana it dad no coiiceiii Wim Cur*.. Jrie nus 
Staled mat tlieie are dado persOiis worsaug in me security 
dcpariutciu oi wno are paid uuecUy by dL-cl., 

MvV-d vvas wOlklUg as rcrsouucl Manager troju i9Vb lo 
iviaien, 1982 in me Secuniy ucpaimicui oi BkCJ., Jric lias 
siaieo mai mb i_cnuid (jOfCiniucnt posted doF in me 
kioverniiienl ol India Industrial undertaking and that inc 
siuit and personuei of i_lSi' do not Delong to BCci- lie 
nas Slated mat Fiome guards nad been posted in as 

dcciniiy uuards tis me security PciEonncl of k-loF naa not 
tnlly taken over tlic security work of tlie colliery, lie lias 
stated mat tno start ot ngme guard were not me sialf of 
Ui^t^k and mat mere were, nonie guard toUowers who hud 
to do aacilliary work tor tne lionicguard and tlie concerned 
pcisous were working as Home guard lonowers. in cross- 
egamiiiaoon ne nas stated mat tne commandant of llonic- 
guard w'a.s under me Cliiei or oecuiity bhn K.. N. hingli and 
tnat Slin Cnounan was a successor of bhri R. N. bnigh. 
Mvv'-4 was posted at bccui'ity neadgunrteis at Jealgora cdlncry 
from Apiil, iy/2 lo JVJarch, 1977 m the pcrsuunct departnicnl. 
rie nas stated mat iiieie was no po.smig oi i.-ldF wneii me 
couieij wa.-. taken over by BL-Cl, in May, 19/2 and that 
alter the take over by BLCL. llomcguaids were posted lor 
tne securily of Ihe coUiery from Juiy, or August, J972. 
He has stated that Homeguards posted m BCCh were not 
tne employees of BCCL. lie nas no doubt slated that the 
Homeguaro commandant appointed the Homeguard followers 
for doing the work oi cooking. Washing, cleaning, e_ic. it 
will appear that this statement of his is not correct wnich 
L wilt discuss hereafter, in cross-evuminaiion he has stated 
that there is imernal security of BCCL in all Ihe collieries 
after the poslmg ot Homeguards and ClSF and that the said 
inieiuai arrangement of becunty of BCCL is still continuing, 
he has Stated that ultunaiely tne payment to the Homeguard 
lodowers were made by reimbursement by BcCL. He has 
staled that ihri R. N, bmgh, DlCi/Chief Security Ollicer came 
in BCC'L sometime in 19/3. The evidence of the witnesses 
discussed above will show that homeguuid followers had teen 
appointed after homeguard personnel were deputed in BCCL 
for security purposes. Bxt. M'6 dated 14-6-83 is a letter 
from Shri D. P. S. Chouhan, DKi/Chief of Secruity to the 
Additional Chief Personnel Manager establishment Karmik 
Bhawan legarding regUlarisation of 133 followers of securtty 
department. It is stated in this Reiter that Dili/COS eker- 
cises the powers of appointment for casual workmen just 
like any other head of the depiirlment/General Manager. 
According to him the followers of the security department 
are casual workers workmg ou daily rated wages. The 
appointment ot those 135 followers was made by the Com- 
niaiidant after following the piocecdure as per ClSF rules. 
Lxt, M-10 is a note ahowing that the issue of followers was 
discussed amongst the Director of Finance director of Per¬ 
sonnel and dig (COS). It ; ppoars from this exhibit that 
induction of candidate from outside throughout the coalfield 
in any unskilled category excluding NCWA-II cases is stopped 
since 1-7-81 and hence there should be no induction unless 
ihcre is a specific sanction of the competent authority and 
the post is filled by recruitment by the personnel department. 
It is also revealed from this exhibit that several followers 
were inducted by the DIG/COS in the security department 
on a daily wage of Rs. 12 which has not been covered by 
any sanction of BCCL management or by following a regular 
procedure and recruitment as laid down by the company, 
riiose person.s had been inducted from time to time on the 
ba.sis of need by the DIO/C'ISF by exercising his own power 
as per past practice, ft appeavs that the DIG/COS assured 
lhat no fresh induction will take place in the watch and ward 
or as followers now onwards under his own power. It is 
clear, therefore, that the DIO/COS of the security depart¬ 
ment of BCCL had appointed the homeguard followers on 
a daily wage of Rs. 12. Ext. W-3 dated 1-2-83 is a letter 
from Shri D.P.S. Chouhan, DIG/COS to Shri 1. B, Pandey, 
Dy. C.P.M. (Man power division), Karmik Bhawan, It will 
appear that a list of 74 followers of security department who 
had completed more than 240 days servieet in BCCL as on 
31-12-82 was sent to Shri 1. B. Pandey along with the said 
lettei recommending lhat those followers be appointed as 
general mozdoor in Cat. I as agreed upon by the Director 
IP) in a meeting between Shil Chouhan and the Add!, 
Ext. W-2 dated 9-2-83 i.s in reply to the letlei Ext. W-3 to 
Shri D. P, S. Chouhan regarding appointment of followers 
as Cat I Mazdoors. It is stated in Est. W-2 that the list 
of 74 followers enclosed in the letter cf Shri Chouhan was 
verified by the Personnel department from the wageshects 


anj it was fonnd that only 61 of them had completed 240 
days and above attendance who can be considered for regu- 
larisalion as Cat. 1 Mazdoot. It is unfoilunate that neither 
the workmen who have exhibited Ext. W'-2 and W-3 nor 
the management have filed the two lists of tile followers 
which were enclosed along with Hxt. W-2 and W-3 and hence 
it is not possible dctinilely to conclude that the concerned 
workmen had completed attendance of 240 days in a year. 


Ext. W-1 is a list of security followers undsr the security 
department Jealgora of BCCL. This list itself will show 
that the names mentioned in it wore security followers under 
the security deparimont of BCCL, The list includes the 
names of the Seemity followers of security department of 
BCCL as on 10-8-83. Ext. M-8 is the salary bills of the 
security followers for the period 21-11-82 to 20-12-83 in 
respect of BCL security department containing the names 
of .some of the concerned workmen. All these exhibit show 
that the followers said to be ttie home guard followers were 
actually workntg under the security department of BCCL and 
were given to be homeguard for doing the ancilliary work and 
that flicir bills for payment was prepared by the DIG/Chief 
of Security belonging to BCCL and that the payment also 
was made by BCCL. Hxt. M-16 i.s tho pay order which 
shows that the payment of Security followers Class IV staff 
was made by BCCL. It is clear therefore that the concerned 
persons were appointed by security department of BCCL and 
that they were also paid by BCCL. There i.s no evidence 
to show that the concerned persons were appointed by the 
Homeguard or that they were tho homeguard personnel. It 
appears that when Ihe Homeguards were deputed in BCCL 
the management of BCCL made arrangement for the home- 
guard followers by appointing them on daily wages. It 
cannot therefore bp said lhat the homeguapds fgl'owejs were 
the home guard personnel or that they were the employees 
of Homeguard. Had it been so the concerned persons could 
not have been allowed to continue to work in BCCL as Home 
guard followers even when the Homeguards left BCCL after 
the po.sling of ClSF personnel. 


It has been submitted ou behalf of the management that 
the concerned persons who were working as Homeguard 
followers were not persons employed in a mine and as sncH 
Ihe Central Government was not the appropriate Govern¬ 
ment to refer the present dispute for adjudication to this 
Tribunal. Admittedly the concerned persons were employed 
to work as ancilliary worker to the home guard to work as 
barber, cooks etc. The question tliereforc is whether the 
concerned persons doing the said job were not persons em¬ 
ployed in a mine. ‘Mine” has been defined in .Section 2(ib) 
of the I, D. Act, 1947 and it means a mine as defined in 
clause (j) of sub-section (i) of Section 2 of the Mines Act, 
1952. Section 2(i) (j) of the Mine Act defines mine to 
mean any c.xcavatioji whero any operation for the purpose of 
searching for or obtaining minerals has been or being carried 
on and it further includc.s other operations enumerated in its 
sub-clause (1) to (x). None of these clauses of Section 
2(i)(j) includes the work of Homeguard-cum-followers so as 
to mean a mine under the Mines Act. The department of the 
Homeguards who were employed for the purpose of security 
itself will not be covered under tho definition of Mine and 
naturally therefore the work of Homeguard followers also 
cannot be included in the definition of mine. The appro¬ 
priate government has been defined under Section 2(a) of the 
1. D, Act. The defiition of appropriate Government is ex¬ 
haustive in Seolion 2(a) of the 1. D. Act. In relation to 
an industrial dispute concerning a mine the appropriate 
Government would be the Central Government. I have held 
above that tho dispute concerning the concerned persons is 
not a dispute concerning a mine and as such the Central 
Government which has referred the present dispute for ad¬ 
judication to this Tribunal is not the appropriate Government 
in relation to the Industrial dispute in respect of the con¬ 
cerned persons who were working as Homeguard followers. 


The next question is regarding the fact whether the con¬ 
cerned persons can bo absorbed on the roll.s of the manage¬ 
ment. In view of the finding above that the Industrial dispute 
in lespcct to the concerned person is not a dispute concerning 
any mine, the reference made by the Central Government is 
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bad in as much as the Centval Government is not tho appro- 
pnale Government to refer the said dispute to the Central 
Govcrnnitnl Industrial Tribunal. Even if tho concerned 
persons snccccd on the point that tltcy were the wotfcmen 
of ECCL, they cannot get relief from this Tribunal for ab¬ 
sorbing them on the rolls of the nianagcmeni. 

It appears from the evidence vide Ext. M-12y3 dated 
11-1-83 that 15 followers of the security department were 
placed in Cat, I as General Mazdoor Vigilance in the scale 
of pay of Rs. 15 per day. There is no evidence that these 
appointments were cancelled by the management. It ap¬ 
pears therefore that those 15 foilovvcis of the security depart¬ 
ment were placed in Cut. I as general Mazdoor on probation 
and it appears that they were regularised in Cat. I from the 
security followers. It has been suinnitfed on behalf of ihc 
workmen that some Hoincgnard followers were ab.sorbed in 
the employment of BCCL but the concerned persons were 
not absorbed. The case of the management is that they 
were not in any obligation to rcgulari.se or absorb the Homc- 
gnard followers in BCCL and that some of the security 
followers were absorbed as BCCL was in need of their 
services. Accoiding to the management they were appointed 
not as a matter or right but it was because the management, 
required the services of some of them and therefore they 
wci’o absorbed. 


It will furlhei appear from the evidence of WW-2 that 
there were 73 Homeguard followers lefi in BCCL after tho 
Homeguard followers left in tho year 1981 and that the 
number of the Homeguards followers swelled to 130. He 
has further stated lhat oul of 73 homeguard all of them 
e-Ycept 26 were taken in employntent of BCCL or CISF. 
Ho has further slated that 15 persons had been taken in 
the employment of BCCL and the rest were taken by tho 
CISF, Tho.se 15 appointed by BCCL arc named in Ext. 
M-1213 which I havo discussed above. In cro.s.s-cxainination 
WW-2 has slated that he was doing the work of barber. He 
has also stated about (he specific work being done by some 
other concerned persons when they were engaged as Home- 
guard followers. Ho has stated that he had been called for 
an interview by the CISF but he v/as not appointed in that 
interview. He has staled that Kashinuih Sharnra, Janlci 
Mahato, GopaE Pandit, Shankar pandit. Kom-al Roy, Kashi- 
kant_^M'ishra and Ashok Kumar Singh were appointed by the 
CISJ\ He has denied that the concerned person Gaffaraa 
Ansan was also selected by the CISF for appointment but he 
did not join. He has also denied that Radheyshyam Pd. 

appeared in the in interview before 
the CISF. The management has filed Ext. M-4 which is the 
note of interview bearing the signature of the Asstt. Com¬ 
mandant MW-I has stated (hat the concerned persons had 
been called for interview by the CISF. It appears clear 
therefore from the evidence WW-2. MW-1 and the contents 
of Ext. M-4 that Kashmath Sharnia and 6 other concerned 
persons were selected in the interview by (he CISF and they 
wore given employment in CISF vide Ext. M-3. The evi¬ 
dence further shows that Bindunath lha and Md. Gaffar 
Ansan also were selected in the interview by (he CISF but 
® “bPoio'eJ as according to the manage¬ 
ment they did not appear to ioin the services. Ext. M-4 
iiiituer sho’i^s thot ihc remainwg 11 concerned persons 'were 

concerned persons 

Kaciheshyatn Pd. did not appear ni ilic interview. It appears 
therefore (hat Shri Kashinath Shanti.i and 6 others were 
'"'a”’* their selection in the interview and 
that Md. Gaflar Ansan who had been selected could not be 
apuomtod a.s he did not turn up to ioin the job after his 
selection. It is also dear that the remaining II concerned 
persons had also appeared in the interview hut were not found 
P^i concerned persons Radhe- 

appear in the Interview and as such he 
seleclcd. It will thus appear that 7 of (he 
conceined persons had been .appointed by the CISF after 
■selection and interview and the oiher concerned persons were 
above " employment for the reasons stated 


evidence lhat the concerned pers. 
V TNmecu.irds followers. The case of 
khien is that they had completed more than 240 d 


in a calendar year and the said fact has not been denied by 
the management nor any document or evidence has been 
produced to show lhat the concerned persons had not got 
attendance of 240 days more m a calendar year. The evi¬ 
dence of the WW’s show that the concerned persons had 
worked in the security department of BCCL for more than 
240 days in a year at the time the homeguards were deputed 
ill BCCL and that those concerned persons had also worked 
as security followers even after the homeguards left BCCL. 
There is absolutely no doubt that the concerned persons 
had worked as security followers in the security department 
of the BCCL and that they were deputed to work as anciUiary 
workers of the Homeguards followers so long as homeguards 
followers were po.sted in BCCL for the security purpose and 
that (he concerned persons and some other security followers 
continued lo woik as sccui'ity followers in the security 
deparlnicnt of BCCL even after th© homeguard left BCCL. 
It wa-s tor this reason that some security followers were given 
cmploi'menl by the management and that the arrangement was 
made to absorb the concerned persons also in the CISF by 
holaing an interview but unfortunalely only 7 of the con- 
ccined persons could be selected and the gthers concerned 
persons Could not be selected for some reason or the other. 
It appears therefore that the management of BCCL was feel- 
it>g an obligation to employ the persons who had worked as 
Homeguard followers or security foliwers but as the manage¬ 
ment of BCCL did not require the services of barbers, cooks, 
water fotchcr etc., the management of BCCL was not in a 
position to absorb them in the services of BCCL. However 
as the concerned persons had worked in the BCCL conti¬ 
nuously for a few years the management of BCCL had the 
moral responsibility of giving them employment and their 
cases should have been considered in Cat. I as General Maz¬ 
door in the vacancies falling due. It is expected that tho 
mamigcment of BCCL would try to give them employment 
m the vacancies of Cat. I mazdoor as the concerned persons 
had worked in BCCL for several years. 


aui in view of the fact that the Central Government is not 
the appropriate Government to refer the industrial dispute 
before this Tribunal, the reference itself is bad and as such 
this Tribunal feels its inability to pass any Award for ab¬ 
sorbing the concerned persons on the rolls of the manage- 
nicnt 01 


An Award is passed accordingly. 
Dated ; 30-9-1987. 


I- N. SlNl-lA, Presiding Officer 
INo, L-20012y335/82-D.lIl (A)j 
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S.O. 3153.--In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial 
prsputes Act 1947 fI4 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the following award of the Central Govern- 
pri^nt Indiistrial Tribunal, Asansol ug shown in the Annexure, 
m the industrial dispule between the employers in relation 
to the management of Angarpathra Colliery of Mfs. Bharat 
Coking Coal Limited, and their workmen, which was re* 
ccived by the Central Government on the 13 th October, 
19o7, 
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BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVT, INDUSTRIAL TRI¬ 
BUN AL-CUM-LABOUR COURT, ASANSOL 

Reference No, 6l84 

PRESENT 

Shri G, P, Roy. Presiding Officer, 

PARTIES : 

Employers in relation to the management of Angarpa- 
thra Colliery of M[s. Bharat Coking Coal Ltd, 


BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVT. INDUSTRIAL TRI¬ 
BUNAL, NO. 3 AT ASANSOL 

In the matter Ref. No, 6 of 84 

PARTIES : 

Employera in relation to the managenrent of Angarpa- 
tlvra colliery of BCCL, 

AND 

Their Workmen. 


AND 

Their workman. 

APPEARANCES : 

For the Employers.—Sri P. Jha, Dy. Personnel Manager. 

For the Workman.—^None, 

Daled, the 9th October, 1987 

AWARD 

The Govt, of India in the Ministry of Eibour, in exercise 
of the powers conferred on them Uls. 10(1) (d) of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947, referred the dispute to the 
Central Govt. Industrial Tribunal-cum-Labour Court No. 3, 
Ddanbad for adjudication under Order No. L'20012(256)j 
83-D. HI(Aj dated the 9th January, 1983. Subsequently 
hv Order No. A-11020161 |82-CLT dated the 28th March, 
1985 of the Ministry of Labour the said Tribunal namely 
Central Govt. Industrial Tribunal-cum-Labour Court No. 3, 
Uhanbad was shifted to Asansol and it started functioning 
as the Central Govt. Industrial Tribunal-cum-Labour Court, 
Asansol. Consequently all the pending cases before the 
Central Govt, Industrial Tribunal-cum-Labour Court No. 3, 
Dhanbad became the subject mattyr of the Central Govt. 
Industrial Tribunal-cum-Labour Court, Asansol including 
the present case. Accordingly the final award in connection 
with this case is passed to-dqy by this Tribunal at Asansol. 


wSCHEDULE 

"Whether the action of the management of Augarpathru 
Colliery of M|s, Bharat Coking Coal Limited in 
removing the name of Sri Arjun Bhulya, Trammer 
from the employment roll ig justified? If not. to 
what relief is the workman entitled ?'* 

2. During the pendency of this Reference case, on- 
10-9-87 the management as well as the workman submitted 
a joint petition of compromise regarding the settlement of 
the dispute amicably by them) out of Court. In the said 
petition it wag prayed by both the parties for acceptance 
of the compromise m full and final settlement of the dispute 
between the parties "before the Tribunal. It was also stated 
therein that there was no subsisting dispute between the 
parties after the _ said amicable ^ttlement. The Learned 
Advocate of bom the parties have prayed for making an 
award in this case as per the terms and conditions of the 
joint petition of compromise. 

3. The terms of compromise appear to be legal, reasonable, 
fair and beneficial to the workman. Accordingly the terms 
of compromise are accepted. 

4. The award is made accordingly in terms of the settle¬ 
ment and the terms of the settlement do form part of the 
award, 

5. Requisite copies of the award along with terms of the 
settlcmeflt be sent to the Ministry. 

Dt. 9-10-87. 

G, P. ROY, Presiding Offlcei 
[No. L-2001212J6183-D. 1H(A)] 


Joint compromise petition of employers and workmen. 
"Ihe above mentioned employers and workmen jointly 
bog to submit as follows - 

(1) That the employers and the workman have jointly 
negotiated and discussed the above matter and 
ainved at an amicable and overall settlement in 
respect of the dispute covered by the reference 
subject to the following terms and conditions :—■ 

(i) It i.s agreed that the concerned workman Sri 
.^krjiin Bhuia will be provided employment as 
trammer piece rate with immediate ellect subject 
to his being found medically fit, 

(ii) ft is agreed tluit the workman concerned Sri 
Arjun BhUia shah not be entitled to any back 
wages or other benefits for the forced idle period 
in connection with the dispute covered by the 
reference. 

(Hi) It is agreed that workman concerned shall enjoy 
the benefit of continuity of service for the pur¬ 
pose of comvutation of his gratuity at the time 
of lerniinationlsuperannuatioii of his service, 

(iv) It is agreed that this is an overall settlement 
in full and final settlement of all the claims of 
the workman concerned arrising out of the above 
reference. 

(2) . That the employers and wi-irkman consider above 

settlement to be fair, just and reasonable to both 
the parties. 

The employers and workman therefore jointly pray that 
the Hon’ble Tribunal may be pleased to give Bp award 
in terms of this joint compromise petition and dispute of 
the reference accordingly, 

(Arjun Bhuia), 

Trammer, 

Augarpathru colliery, 
workmah concerned. 

D. Mukherjee, 

Secretary, 

Bihar Colliery Kamgar Union. 

Dt. 3-6-87. 

Dy. Chief Mining Engineer Angarpathra CoHioiy 
For and on behalf of the Employers 
RAL S. MURTHY, Advocate for Employers 
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S.O. 3154.—In puisuance of section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 19471, the Central Government 
hereby publishes the following award, of the Central Govern- 
ment Industrial Tribunal No, 2, Dhanbad as shown in the 
Annexure, in the industrial dispute between the employers 
in relation to the management ^ Huiladih Colliery of Mis. 
Bharat Coking Coal Limited, and their workmen, which was 
received by the Central Government on the 14th October, 
1987, 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL (NO. 2), AT DHANBAD 

Reference No, 30 of 1986 

In the trjatter of industrial dispute under Section 
10(1) (d) of the I.D. Act, 1947. 

PARTIES : 

Employers in relation to the management of Hurladih 
Colliery of Mis. Bharat Coking Coal Limited and 
their, workmen. 

AlPPEARANCES : 

“On behalf of the workmen.—Shri s. P. Singh, General 
Secretary, Khan Mazdoor Congress. 

On behalf of the employers.—Shri B, Joshi, Advocate. 
STATE : Bihar. INDUSTRY : Coal. 

Dhanbad, the 7th October, 1987 
AWARD 

The Govt, of India, Ministry of Labour in exercise 
of the powers conferred on them under Section 10(l)(d) 
of the I.D. Act.. 1947 has referred the following dispute 
to this Tribunal for adjudication vide their Order No. 
L-20012|(150)|85-D. m(A), dated, the 13th January, 1986. 

SCHEDULE 

“Whether the action of the managensnt of Hurladih 
Colliery in Kustore Area No, VIII of Mis. Bharat 
Ctolkint Coal Limited, P. 0. Kustore, Dhanbad 
in superannuating from service Shri Jagoo Bhulya, 
Surface Trammer from 10-5-1985 is justified? If 
not, to what relief the workman concerned is en¬ 
titled?” 

The case of the workmen is that the concerned workman 
Shri Jagoo Bhuiya was re-employed in Hurladih colliery as 
Surface tramnier on 12-4-75, At the time of his re-appoint¬ 
ment the management assessed his age as 43 years and fixed 
the birth date as 1932. The managemont issuej an identity 
card and its birth dale column 1932 was mentiojicd. All 
on a sudden on 1-4-85 the concerned workman was called 
for in the colliery office with his identity card. Wlien the 
concerned workman went to the colliery with hi ,4 identity 
card, the dealing clerk, Satya Babu. took the identity 
card from the toncerned workman and penned through the 
previous mentioned year of his birth 1932 and put another 
date of his birth as 10-5-1925 and after making that corroc- 
tion the identity card was handed over to the concerned 
workman. The management handed over the .superannua¬ 
tion notice to the concerned workman by which he was to 
retire on 10-5-85, The concerned workman verbally objec¬ 
ted to the action of the office regarding the correction in 
the year of his bii^h, Subsequently on 6-4-85 the concerned 
workman filed his objection in writing to the colliery Agent 
with a copy to the General Manager, Kustore Area through 
Registered A|D, The naanagement did not reply to the re¬ 
presentation. Thereafter the union raise,! an industrial dis¬ 
pute on behalf of the concerned workman before the 
ALC(C), Dhanbad on 24-9-85. The ALC(C), Dhanbad 
wanted to conciliate the matter but it ended in failure and 
thereafter the present reference was made. The action of 
the management in retiring the concerned workman from 
10-5-85 is illegal, arbitrary and motivated as he wa.s prema¬ 
turely retired. It has been prayed that it may be held that 
the retiiement of the concerned workman gn superannua¬ 
tion from 10-5-85 was illegal and preroatured. 


The case of the management is that the date of birth 
of the concerned workman recorded in the statutory regis¬ 
ters, namely, in declaration Form of C.M.F.E. anif . Form 
B Register rnaintaincd under the Mines Act is 10-5-1925 and 
accoramgly the concerned, workman was retired from 
lU-5-85 wiien he con.-plctcd the age of OO years. As the 
age or superannuation, ot a worlsmun is 60 years, the super¬ 
annuation of the concerned workman on completing the 
age of 60 years on 10-5-85 was legal, bonafide and in accor¬ 
dance with the provision of payment of Gratuity Act, The 
concerned workman declared his years of birth as 1932 
at the tfme of writing the identity card and the same was 
entered against the column “Date of biith” in the iden¬ 
tity card. The concerned workman had earlier declared 
his date of birth as 10-5-1925 at the lime of writing Eorm 
B Register and at the time of filling up of tlie declaration 
Eioni of C.M.P.E. and us such the declaration of the year 
of birtli as 1932 given by the concerned workman was 
not accepted aqd the identity curd ivas corrected accordingly. 
The claim of the concerned worknrAm is based on his asser¬ 
tion that the subsequent declaration should have been 
accepted in preference to his previous declaration. Accord¬ 
ing to the management the concerned workman gave false 
ncclaration of the year of his birth as 1932. Subsequently 
in order to obtain advantage of extension of his seivjco be¬ 
yond his 60 years oi age. The concerned workman failed 
to produce any aulheniicated document in support of his 
declaration of the year of his birth as 1932 gnd the -said 
declaration was in consistent with his previous declaration 
made in Form B Register and the declaration made in the 
Form of C.M.P.E. On the above facts it is prayed that 
the concerned workman is not entitled to any relief. 

The only point for decision in tjiis reference is whether 
the superannuation ot the concerned workman from ser¬ 
vice with clfcct from 10-5-85 is justified. 

The management examined one witness in support of the 
case of the management as the workmen did not examine 
any witness but produced document which have been mark¬ 
ed. Ext. W-1 to W-8 on .adraissjon. 

Admittedly, the concerned workman was stipperannuated 
from service with effect from 10-5-85. The case of the 
workmen is that the date of birth of the concerned wprltman 
was in the year 1932 which was assessed by the management 
and an entry to that effect was made in his identity card 
Ext. W-5 at the time when the concerned workman was 
le-employed in 1975. The case of the management on the 
other hand is that the date of birth of the concerned work¬ 
man was recorded as 10-5-1925 in Form B Register and in 
the declaration Form of C.M.P.E. anj as such the earlier 
lecording of the date of birth of the coneerned workman 
in. the statutory register was correct and on its basis the 
concerned workman was superannuated from 10-5-85, 
MW-1 Shri Suban Goria is the Personnel Officer in Htira- 
ladih colliery of BCCL. He has staled that he had checked 
the Form B Rcgi.slcr and the record of the C.M.P.E. con¬ 
cerning the concerned workman and found that his date of 
birth was recorded as 10-5-1925! The sgid two registers 
have not been produced in this case by the management 
and the management’s case is therefore based on the state¬ 
ment of MW-1 only. The evidence of MW-1 cannot bo 
the basis regarding the date of birth of the concerned work¬ 
man in view of the admitted fact that there was an eutiy 
of date of birth of the concerned workman in the Form B 
Register and declaration Form of C.M.P.F. MW-1 has 
staled that the said Form B Register has been taken away 
by the Mines department and is not available in the office 
of BCCL and the record of the C.M.p,F. is in the office 
of the C.M.P.F. No attempt was mode on behalf of the 
management either to call for Form B Rcgisler from the 
Mines department or the record of the C.M.P.F. to show 
as to what was the date of birth or age of the concerned 
workman mentioned in those dociirr.'ent5. In my opinion 
ill the absence of those documents it is not possiblp tg rely 
on the evidence of MW-1. 

The only doenrnent on the record regarding the year 
of birthldatc of birth of the concerned workman is Ext, 
W-5 which is the admitted dociimont and is the identity 
card issued by the management to the concerned workman. 
If will appear from the said idcntiiv card that at first in 
the column “date of birth" in the identity card of the con- 
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cerned workman the year 1932 was written which was 
penned through and 10-5-1925 was written. It is adn'jittcd 
by the workmen in paru-3 of the W.S. that at the time of 
re-appointment the management assessed the age of the 
concerned workman as 43 years and the birth date was fixed 
as 1932. In para-5 of the W.S. of the management it is 
stated that the conccineii workman declared his 5'ear of 
birth as 1932 at the time of writing the identity card and 
the same was entered in the column against the date of 
birth. The said declaration of the year of birth as 1932 
was not accepted by the managctrjcui and the identity card 
was corrected as the concerned workman had earlier dec¬ 
lared the date of birth as 10-5-23 at the time of writing 
Form B Register and at the time of filling up the declara¬ 
tion Form of C.M.P.F. It is thus clear that earlier 1932 
was en'ered in the birth column of the identity card and 
that the management corrected fhc same by inserting 
10-5-25 in it. Thus we find that there is the entry of the 
year of the concerned workman in the identity card as 
1932 and also as 10-3-1925 although admittedly the year 
of birth as 1932 has been penned through by the manage¬ 
ment. Wo have therefore before us two entries regarding 
the year of birth of the concerned wrokman in the identity 
card E.xt. W-5, There is no supporting evidence produced 
cither by the management or by tbs workmen in support 
of the yearldatc of birth of the concerned workman as said 
by the parties. As there is an entry of different years of 
birth of the concerned workman in the same document, 
the date of birth of the concerned workman could have 
been determined by the medical Board the management. 
Unfortunately, as adn^itted by the parties the concerned 
workman died on 30-11-85. Tire death certificate Ext. W-8 
has been exhibited on admission by the parties which shows 
that the concerned workman died on 30-11-85 and that the 
said date of death was regis’ered before the authorities on 
5-12-85. In view of the fact that the concerned workman 
admittedly died on 30-11-85 it is now not possible to refer 
the concerned workman to any medical hoard for the assess¬ 
ment of his age. 

The workmen have not filed any document in support of 
the fact that the year of birth of the concerned workman 
was 1932 and as such it is not possible to come to conclu¬ 
sion that the concerned workman was bom in the year 
1932, Although it is not safe to rely on the oral evidence 
of the MW-1 regarding the fact that the date of birth of 
the cocemed workiunn wa.y recorded as 10-5-192.5 In Forrn 
B Register and declaration Form of tha C.M.P.F. in the 
absence of those document, we have atleast some oral evi¬ 
dence of MW-1. Although the said evidence cannot be 
accented, it cannot be said that the management has not 
produced any evidence, in support of its case. Taking all 
the facts into consideration it. is now not possible to get 
the age of the concerned workman determined by the 
Medical Board. As such I hold that the a concerned work¬ 
man was superannuated on the basis of the date of birth 
subsequently entered in the identity card, 

Tn the result, I hold that the action of the management 
of Hiirladih colliery of Mjs. B.C.C.L. in superannuating the 
concerned workman from service from 10-5-85 based on 
the recorded entrv of date oT birth in the idenfitv card 
Ext. W-5 it. lustified and subscquentlv the concerned wofk- 
mon is entitled to no relief. 

This is my Award. 

Dt, 7-10-87. 

I. N. STNHA, Presiding Officer 
[No. L-20012|150I85-D, IIT(A1] 

ffiT.SfT. 3155—arftriWT, 1947 
(1947 ifiT 14) ^ ffRT 17 ^ it, 

rwR ^7^31^ vrrTfT ^ 


% if 3T>?rtPT^ Sr 

TRffin: sfhsfrfqffi arftmT ttstt 2, eftsik % 

1987 Jiwff «rT 1 

S.O. 3155,—In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hetc'oy publishes the followijtg award of the Central Govern¬ 
ment Indu.strial Tribunal i^o. 2, Eb.tnbad as shown in the 
Annexurc, in the industrial dispute between the employers in 
relation to the management of BuiTagat'h Colliery of M|b, 
Bharat Coking Coal Limited am! the r worsU'en, which was 
recceived by the Central Government on the 10th October, 
1987. 


BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL (NO, Z) AT DHANBAD 

REFERENCE NO. 65 OF 1986 

In the matter of industrial dispute under Section 10(1) 
<d) of the 1, D. Act., 1947. 

PARTIES: 

Employers in relation to the management of Burragarh 
Colliery of Mjs. Bharat Coking Coal Limied and 
their workmen. 

APPEARANCES ; 

On behalf of the workmen : Shri S. P. Singh, General Secre¬ 
tary, Khan Mazdoor Congress. 

On behalf of the employers : Shri B. loshi, Advocate. 

Industry: Coal, 

STATE: Bihar. 

Dated, Dhanbad, Ihe 23rd September 1987 
AWARD 

The Govt, of India, Ministry of Labour in exercise of the 
powers confored on them under Section 10(1)(d) of the l.D. 
Act,, 1947 has referred the following dispute to this Tribunal 
for adjudication vide their Order No. L-20012fl 83)185 D.III 
(At, dated, the 23rd January, 1986. 


SCriECUEE 

“Whether the action of the management of Btnragarh 
Colliery of Mis. Bharat Coking Coal Ltd., is justified 
in not regularising Shri Ashok Kumar, General Maz¬ 
door, (Identity Card No. 146002) as Attendance 
Clerk from 1979 and in not paying him difference 
of wages as per general rules ? If not, to what 
relief the workman is entitled ?’’ 

The case of the workmen is that the concerned wm-kman 
Shri Ashok Kumar is a permanent worker of Burragarh CoUi- 
ary of Mis. B.C.C.L. He was appointed ns general mazdoor 
in Cat. I. In 1978 the management transferred him on the job 
of attendance clerk. Since then he is regularly and conti¬ 
nuously working as Attendance Clerk till today. The job of 
general Mazdoc; i.s of Category T and ^tinie rated whereas 
Attendance Clerk has been placed in Clerical Grnde-TI of the 
Wage Board Recommendation. The concerned workman re¬ 
presented before the management for his regularlsation on 
the job of Attendance Clerk and also requested for the 
difference of w.ages of Category-I and Clerical Grade-II 
through his repre'-enation dated 23-8-84 but the management 
did not pay any heed. Thereafter his union raised an Indus¬ 
trial dispute before the AL.CtO, Dhanbad. The management 
fully participated in the conciliation proceeding and submitted 
their written comment in which they admitted that the con¬ 
cerned workman is working ns Attendance Clerk since 1978. 
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Tho management also a^eed with the matter of rcgulnrisa- 
tion under seriou? consideration. However, the conciliation 
proceeding failed tmd thereafter the present reference was 
made for adjudication. It is the policy decision of BCCL 
that Iho workers working on any job for 6 months or above 
arc to be regularised on the same job and that the manage¬ 
ment has to pay tho dilfcrence of wages in case a workman 
is working in he higher category. The action of the manage¬ 
ment in not regularising the concerned workman on the job 
of Attendance Clerk and to paying him the difference of 
wages is unjustified. The workmen therefore prayed that the 
concerned workman be regularised a.s Attendance Clerk from 
1979 with full back wages. 

The case of the management is that the concerned work¬ 
man was appointed as General Mazdoor in Category-! of 
the time rated scale. There ,ire large number of workmen in 
Category 1 and in the higher categories II to Category VI. 
There are workmen in Clerical Grade HI who are more 
Cjualificd experienced and de.serving to bo promoted to clerical 
Grade II and to be po.sted as Attendance Clerk, which 
is a clerical Grade If post. The concerned workman does 
not possess the minimum qualification of matriculation pres¬ 
cribed for employment of workmen as clerk. The concerned 
workman is not eligible to be appointed as a Clerk in Grade 
ni and his fixation as Clerical Gr.ade II and posting him as 
Attendance Clerk will be violation of the cadre scheme 
bringing disconteiiment to the clerks of Grade III as well as 
aU other time rated workers who are superior and senior 
to the concerned workman. The Manager of the colliery 
being pressed by the union and to show favour to the con¬ 
cerned workman promoted him to work as Attendance Clerk 
to help him to get regiilarisation as Attendance Clerk in 
Clerical Grade TI. This arrangement was unauthorised as 
the Manager had not obtained the approval from the General 
Manager who is the competent authority. When the union 
demanded for regiilarisation of the concerned workman as 
Attendance Clerk, the management detected the private and 
unauthorised arrangement. The concerned workman failed 
to submit tho Matriculalion certificate required for anpoint- 
ment to the Clerical post, The demand of the union for re- 
gularisation of the concerned workman ns Attendance Clerk 
is mala fide and contrary to the cadre scheme and as such 
the demand could not be accepted. 

The only point for decision is whether the concerned work¬ 
man can be regularised aa Attendance Clerk from 1979 and 
whether he is entitled to the difference of wages for the 
period he has worked as Attendance Clerk. 

None of the parties adduced any oral evidence. The 
workmen, however, produced documents out of which Fxt. 
W-] to W-4 were marked on consent of (he parties. The 
management did not file any document. 

It is almost an admitted ea.se of the parties that the con¬ 
cerned workman is working as Attendance Clerk since 1978. 
In para 10 of the W.S. filed on behalf of the management 
It is no doubt stated that the concerned workman was not 
regularly and continuously working as Atlendance Clerk but 
it will attpear from Ext. W-2 dt. 0/7-7 85 that the said 
denial made on hehalf of the management in the W.S. is not 
correct. Ext. W-2 is the comment filed bv the Suocrinendent 
of Mines, Burragarh Colliery before the ALC(C). Dhanbad 
in the ipdnstrial disDiilc raised bv the union bcfoie the 
ALCfC) Dhanhad. Tlie management in its comment stated 
in Ext. W-2 " It Is a fact that Shri Ashok Kumar. General 
Mazdoor has been working as Attendance Clerk since 19'7'8 
and his case for regularisation has already been forwarded 
to the General Manager, Kustnre .Area 

Shrl Ashok Kumar was asked to nrodnee the certificate of 
matriculation as for clerical iob minimum qualification re¬ 
quired is matriculation as per poliev of the comprmv. But 
he failed to submit the same. This is the reason for not 
regularising him as Attendance Clerk. As soon as Shri Kimiar 
produces matriculation certificate he will be regnjarised as 
attendance Clerk.” 

It will be clear from the above that the inanaactrent had 
accented that the concerned workman was working as Atten¬ 
dance clerk, since 1978 and his case was actually forwarded 
to the General Manager. Kustore Area for regularisatlon. 
It appears that the only hitch which stood for rcgularisation 


of the concerned workman as Atcndance Clerk was the non¬ 
production of the Matriculation Certificate by the concerned 
workman as Matriculation was the minimum qualification for 
the appointment of a clerk according to the company’s policy, 
1 hold therefore that the concerned workman was working as 
an attendance Clerk since 1978, There is no case that the 
concerned workman, has been slopped from working as an 
Attendance Clerk or that he has been reverted back to his 
original post of general mazdoor in Cat, I, 

The only question is whether the concerned workman can 
be regularised as Attendance Clerk in Clerical Grade II. 
It has been stated on behalf of tho management that the 
matriculation is the minimum qualification for the appoint¬ 
ment of a dork and as he did not produce the matriculation 
certificate he was not regularised. It is further stated In 
Ext. W-2 by the management that as soon as the concerned 
workman produced the matriculation certificate he will be 
regularised ns an Attendance Clerk, It appears that the man¬ 
agement was quite aware of the fact that since the concerned 
workman was working as an Attendance Clerk since 1978 
it was a fit case for regularised but according to the 
Company's policy and the cadre scheme Matriculation was 
the minimum qualification for the appointment of a clerk 
in the BCCL and as the matriculation certificate was not 
produced by the concerned workman, he could not be regu¬ 
larised In the post of clerk. It is nowhere stated in the 
W.S. of the workmen that the concerned workman was a 
matriculate. Ext. W-4 is the cadre scheme for the Ministerial 
staflf which shows that Matriculalion or equivalent examina¬ 
tion frIJTft any recognised board of examination was the 
minimum qualification required for the post of Clerk Grade 
III. It appears that the concerned workman had not passed 
matriculation or equivalent examination and as such he did 
not produce any such certificate before the management. 
In the above view of the matter 1 feel the difficulty which 
the management was finding in regularising the concerned 
workman as an Attendance Clerk in the absence of passing 
the matriculation examination or the non-production of tho 
Matriculation Certificate. In the ordinary course the wn- 
cerned workman would have been regularised as AttendaTTce 
Clerk as he has worked since 1978 but as ho has not any 
matriculation certificate showing that he has passed the 
matriculation examination for being appointed as a clerk 
and as such I think the management was justified in not 
regularising him as attendance Clerk in Clerical Grade II. 
The concerned workman admittedly had not worked even 
for a day as a Clerk in Clerical Gradc-III. The nost of 
Attendance Clerk in Clerical Grade II is higher post carry¬ 
ing higher scale of pay than Clerical Grade HI and naturally 
tho workmen working in the higher category nr working as 
Clerical Grade HI would not like any person to be imposed 
in Clerical Grade II who has not even the minimum quali¬ 
fication for being appointed as a Clerk In Clerical Grade III. 

Admittedly, the concerned workman had been working as 
an Attendance Clerk since 1978 which carries the pay scale 
of Clerical Grade If, The management has so long taken 
the work of Clerical Grade 11 from the concerned workman 
and as such he is entitled to receive the difference of wages 
between Cat. I and Clerical Grade 11 which is the admitted 
policy pf the management. I hold therefore that the manage¬ 
ment must pay the difference of wages of Cat. I and Clerical 
Grade II to the concerned workman till the period he has 
worked as Attendance Clerk, 

■ In the result, I hold that the action of the management 
of Burrangarh Colliery of M/s. B.C.C.I,. is justified in not 
regularising the concerned workman Shri Ashok Kumar 
General Mazdoor as Attendance Clerk from 1979 but 1 fur¬ 
ther hold that the action of the management is not iustlfied 
in not paving the concerned workman the difference of wanes 
of Cut. I and Clerical Grade II as per general niles. The 
management is directed to pay the difference of wages of 
Cat. I and Clerical Grade II to the concerned workman 
within 2 months from the date of publication of the Award, 

Dated: 23-9-1987, 

I. N. SINHA, Presiding Officer 

[No. L-20ai2/lK3/H.5-D.TmA)l 
P. V, SREEDHARAN, De.sk Officer 
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New Delhi, the 23rd October, 1987 

SO. 3156,-1 puruance of section 17 of the Indastrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the award of the Industrial Tribunal, 
Ahraedabad as shown in the Annexurc, in the industrial dis¬ 
pute between the employers in relation to the management 
of M/s, Raj Kumar Stone Quarry, Vadi (Distt. Surat) and 
their workman, which was received by the Central Govern¬ 
ment on the 12th October, 1987. 

BEFORE SHRl N. A. CHAUHAN, PRESIDING OFFICER. 
CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL 
AHMEDABAD 

Reference (ITC) No. 7 of 1987 
ADJUDICATION 
BETWEEN 

Rajkumar Slone Quarry, Vadi, Distt. Surat, , .First Party. 
AND 

The General Secretary, Maha Gujarat Khan Udyog 
Kamdar Sangh, Congress Bhavan, Son! Falia, Dist. 
Surat (AhmedabacI) ... Second Party. 

STATE ; Gujarat (Ahmedabad) INDUSTTRY : Stone Di.stl. 

In tKe rnatter of termination of services of Smt. Sustanben 
Mayaji Bhai w.e.f. 1-11-1983. 

AWARD 


This reference under section 10(2A) (1) (d) of the J.D. 
Act, 1947, has been referred on behalf of the Central Gov¬ 
ernment by the Under Secretary, Ministry of Labour, New 
, Dclh; vide its Order bearing No. L-29012/65/84-D.Ill (B) 
dated 14-1-87 for determination of the indu.strial disputes 
t menl oned therein between the parties. The dispute referred 
to is whether the action of the management of Rajkumar 
Stone Quarry, Wadi, Distt. Surat terminating the services 
of Sm'. Saiiontcn Mayaji Bliai w,e f, 1-11-1983 is jiv.tilied 7 
If not to what relief the workman is entitled and with what 
effect? 


2. The order of reference shows that the order referring 
t c dispute to this Tribunal was communicafed by the 
Under Secietary, Ministry of Labour, Government of India 
<0 tie parties and the second party namely the General 
Secretary, Maha Gujarat Khan Udyog Kamdar Sangh was in- 
forrned to file the statement of claim with relevant documents 
wiihin 15 days from the receipt of order of reference and 
also (o forward a copy thereof to the opposite party. Inspite 
of thai, the second party at whose instance the reference was 
made by the Government did not bother to file any state- 
nvnt of claim, but even then this Tiibttnal called upon the 
■second party to file the statement of claim on or before I3th 
March, 1987 and to Inform the first party about the same. 
The second party inspite of .service of the aforesaid notice 
did not remain present. The first had remained pre¬ 
sent and given application at Ex. 2, that unless a statement 
of claim i.s given by the second party nothing can be done 
87/1443 01—12 


by them. In the interest of justice the matter was adjourn¬ 
ed and the second party was served with another notice dt 
16th April. 1987 by Regd. post A.D, to appear before thie 
tribunal on 24lh April, 1987, Inspite of the fact that the 
Regd. notice, Ex. 4 was served vide notice Ex. 5, the second 
party did not bother to file Ulc statement of claim, Stiii, 
however, in order to give one more change the matter was 
adjourned to 23rd Juno, 12th August and 10th September, 
1987, hut even then the seconj party did not appear and 
file any statement of claim. The first party also did not 
appear before this Tribunal. Thus, it appear.? that the second 
party as whose instance this reference is made is not inter¬ 
ested to prosecute the demand made and. therefore, the de¬ 
mand made in this reference requires to be disposed of as 
not passed. Accordingly, 1 pass the following order ; 

ORDER 

This reference is rejected for want of prosecution by the 
second party at whose instance tln.^ reference was made. 
Considering the facts, there shall be no order as to the 
costs of this reference. 

Ahmedabad, 21st September, 1987. 

N. A. CHAUHAN, Presiding Officer 
[No. L-29012/65/84-D.III(B)] 
V. K, SHARMA, Desk Officer 
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New Delhi, the 26th October, 1987 

S.O, 3157.—In pursuance of section 17 of the Induslrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Cenjral Government 
hereby publislies the following award of the Cerltral Gov¬ 
ernment Industrial Tribunal. New Delhi, as shown in the 
annexurc, in the induslrial dispute between the employers in 
relation to the management of All India Radio and their 
workmen, which was received by the Central Government on 
the 15th October, 1987. 

BEFORE SHRl G. S. KALRA, PRESIDING OFFICER, 
CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL, 
NEW DELHI 

I.D, No. 79/86 

In the matter of dispute between 

Shri Dhara Singh, Plot No. 97, Yusuf Sarai, Harijan 
Basti, New Delhi-16. 

Versus 

Executive Engineer, Civil Construction Wing, Division- 
Ill, All India Radio, C-3, 1st Floor, Pushva Bha¬ 
van, M.B. Road, New Delhi. 

APPEARANCES : 

Shri H. S. Vats—for the workman. 

Shri S. Mfmdal—for the Management. 

AWARD 

The Central Government in the Ministry of Labour vida 
its notificati^ No. 1.-420.12/73/85-D.II(B) dated 16-12-86 
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Section 25(F) of the I.D. Act the condition enu- 
merated in that section has to be complied with^ 
Non-compliance with this provision would rendered 
the termination, invalid.” 


^lia^..referred the following industrial dispute to this Tribunal 
"foY/atljhjlcation:— 

‘Vhither the action of the Executive Engineer Civil 
Construction Wing Division-Ill C-3, fst Floor, 
Pushpa Bhavan, M.B. Road. New Delhi in termi¬ 
nating the services of Shri Dhara Singh Pcon/Bol- 
dar w.c.f. 19-5-85 is justified? If not, to what relief 
the workman entitled to?” 

2. It is stated by the workman that he served the Manage¬ 
ment from 7-5-84 to 9-5-85 whereafter his services were 
terminated without any not'ce, charge sheet or enouiry and 
without payment of any notice pay pr retrenchment com¬ 
pensation and thus there has been violation of Sections 25-F 
of the I.D. Act (hereinafter referred to as the Act). Hence 
the order of his termination is illegal and void and he has 
sought His reinstatement with continuity of service and full 
back wages. 

3. The Management in its written statement disnuted the 
period of employment of the workman aup submi'ted that 
the workman was employed only as a casual worker and, 
therefore, he could not be given any retrenchment compen¬ 
sation. 

4. The contention of the Management that the workman 
was employed onlv as a casual worker and he is not en¬ 
titled to any retrenchment compensation and that the pro¬ 
tection of section 25-F of the Act is not applicable 'o him 
is deyoid of any force. This controyersy has been set at 
rest hv the Authority Workmen of MCD and another Vs. 
Management of MCD and another 1987 (1) LLJ 85 Delhi 
High Court wherein it was held as under : 

“Industrial Disputes Act, 1947, Section 2(s) and 25-F 
Daily rated worktean—Retrencliment of daily rated 
worker procedure to be followed-T-Condition pre¬ 
cedent laift down in Section •25(F) would apply 
even *(> dailv ra'ed worker if he had nu'. in the 
requisite service during the relevant period. I.nmp- 
sum compensation awarded towards back wages 
since the worker was dafiy rated worker apri on 
account of difflcultv in ascertainina the number of 
days such worker might haye worked. 

Industrial Dispute relating to the non-emnlovment of 
a workman was referred fo'- adiudication to the 
Additional Industrial 7>ibunal, Delhi. The said 
workman was ermloyed on a daily rated ba'ls as 
a pipe fitter. Slum Department of the Municipal 
Cofboration Delhi. Based on 'he conten'ion that 
the Scheme in which the workman was emnloved 
was transferred to Delhi Development Authority 
and, thcpeforo. the workman cannot claim any re¬ 
lief against Delhi Municioal Copporatlon, the 
I.aboiir Court dismissed 'he claims of the workman. 
Hence the wdt petition by the workman, 

HEIT>: When the petitioner was not assignee anv fur¬ 
ther work it anyounts to termina'ion and on that 
date the department was admittedly with the Muni¬ 
cipal Corporation. Delhi. It is well se'tled that 
Section 25rF) of the I.D, Act is plainlv inten'ted 
to give relief to retrenched workman. The quallfi- 
ca‘ion for rrhef unde" section 75'''^) is 'hat the 
person should be a workman employed in an In¬ 
dustry and has been in con'inuon, service fo- not 
less than one year under bis emnlover. W‘'af Is 
continuous service has been defined and explained 
in Section 2-5tB'' of the ID. Act. The wo-kman 
who is not in continuous service for a period of 
one vear shall be deemed to be coptin'ious seri’ice 
if the workman during the period of 12 mon'hs 
pres'edmg 'Uc dn'e with rele’-ennc to wh^ch ralcu- 
latlon is to he ntaite. has actnnllv worked undev the 
emptover for not less than 240 davs Dfd'v rated 
workman it ns pood a worker provided h^ has -ut 
in the requisite pumher of davs of service durina 
the re1»\.pnt nerind HenCf » da'lv rn'ed FirortAr has 

rendered Continuous uninterrupted service fop a 
period Of one year or more within the meaning of 


5. On facts there is hardly ajiy dispute. Although the 
jjeriod of employment of the workman was dispu'ed in the 
written s'atement, yet during thp proceedings the Manage¬ 
ment itself admitted in its evidence that the workman had 
put in 283 days of service upto 10-5-85. Therefore, it standii 
proved that the workman had put in continuous service of 
one year in term of Section 25-B of the I.D. Act and the 
proviSons of Section 25-F are fully applicable to him. It 
is hot denied by the Management that no notice wa.s served 
upon the workman nor any wages in lieu of notce nor any 
retrenchment compensation were paid tc' him. Therefore, 
there has been a clear violation of the majidatorv provisions 
of section 25-F of the ).D. Act and the order of termina¬ 
tion of his service is clearly illegal and void and l’’e work¬ 
man is entitled to reinstaiement with continuitv of service 
and full back wages. Thi\ reference stands disposed of 
accordingly, 

Further it is ordered that the requisite number of copies 
of this Award may be forwarded fo the Central Govemmonl 
for necessary action at their end. 

29th SepTember, 1987. 

G. S. KALRA, Presiding Officer 
[No. E-42012/73/85-D.II(B)] 
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S.O, 3158,—In pursuance of .section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the following award of the Central Govern¬ 
ment Industrial Tribunal, Kannur as shown in the Anncxnre 
in the industrial dispute between the employers in relation 
to the management of A'Stt. Dir. Corporate Trg-cum-Serv'ce 
Centre, Lucknow and their svorkrpen, which was received by 
the Central Government on the 9th Oct., 1987, 

BEFORE SHRI ARJAN DEV. PRESIDING OFFICER. 

CENTRAL government TVDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL, 
KANPUR 

Reference ; L-42011/17/85-D.IT (B) df. 22-1-87. 
Indnstrial Dispute No. 16 of 1987 
In the. matter of dispute between; 

Shri Nand Lai Maurya 

Minister U.P, Carnet Weaving & raining 

Cen'r^ BT,d Handicrafts Sangh, 

Rai Bareilly. 

AND 

The Assistant Director, 

Deve>ourn*-it Commissioner Office, 

A/647 HTG Indira Nagar. 

Lucknow. 

AWARD 

1. On receint of th's ref'-'-ence notice was in-Aered to be 
issued'fixing 24-4-87 for filing statement of ,ct'’i'u complete 
' whh —i.Fmnt doenments b’st of reHatice and wUpcsses etc. 
on 24-4-87, no one appeared on behalf of the workman. 
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However, the management was represented by Sri Mohan 
Lai Kai Chaudhary, was ordered to be issued to the work¬ 
man fixing 28-5-87j for filing Claim Statement. Ih Pursuance 
of the said order notice was actually issued by ofllce on 
5-5-87. On 28-5-87 again no one appeared on behalf of the 
workman. Since my learned predecessor had retired the 
case was ordered to be put up tor orders on 29-9-87. Again 
on 29-7-87, in the absence of any successor the case was 
ordered to be put up for orders, on 25-8-87. For the first 
time this case came up for hearing before me after taking 
over of charge by me on 25-8-87. None having appeared on 
behalf of the workman fresh notices were ordered to be 
issued to the workman fixing 28-9-87, for filing Claim State¬ 
ment etc. Even today, despite notice none has appeared on 
behalf of the workman. 

2, It, therefore, appears that the workman are not at 
all intcre.sted in prosecuting the ease. Accordingly, a nj 
Claim award is given in the case. 

3. Award is made accordingly. 

Let Six Copies of the award be sent to the Govt, for its 
Publication. 

ARJAN DEV, Presiding-Officer. 
[No. L-42011/17/85-D.lI(B)] 
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S.O 3159.—^Jn pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the award of the Industrial Tribunal, 
Bhubaneswar as shown in the Annexure, in the industfial 
dispute bc^ween the employers in relation to the management 
of Food Corporation of India, Orissa Region and their work¬ 
men, which wa.s received by the Central Government on the 
13th October, 1987. 

industrial tribunal, ORISSA, BHUBANESWAR 
PRESENT ; 

Shri R, N. Panda, M.A.,LL.B, 

Presiding Officer, Industrial, 

Tribunal Orissa, Bhubaneswar 

Industrial Dispute case Nos. 9/77(C)&5/78(C) 

Dated Bhubaneswar, the 29tb September, 1987 
BETWEEN 

Management of the Food Corporation of India (Regional 
Manager), F.C.I., Bapujee Nagar, Bhubaneswar. 

.First Party. 

and 

Their Workmen .Second Party 

APPEARANCES : 

Shri B. B. Rath, Advocate—For the First Party. 

Shri S. B. Nanda, Advocate—For the Second Party. 
AWARD 

i. I.D. cast No. 9/77 is a reference made by the Central 
Government under section 10(1) of the Industrial Disputes 
Act, 1947 vide thoT Order No, L-42011(23)376-D.11(B) dated 
26th December 15(77 for adjudication of the following 
dispute:-— 


“Whether the action of the management of the Food 
Corporation of India in refusing employment in the 
Food Storage Depot, Jagannathpur, to the workmen 
whose names are given in the Annexure below is 
jus’i'^ed - If not, to what relief arc these workmen 
entitled?" 


Gang No. 1 

1. Sri D. Cheniya Reddy. 

2. Sri Dama Sethi. 

3. Sri Sr. Mutyalu Reddy. 

4. Sri Sr. lagannath Reddy 

5. Sri R. Masanu Reddy. 

6 . Sri G. Punnya Reddy 

7. Sri Mohan Naik 

8 . Sri Charan Das 

9. Sri Raibari Behera 

10. Sri Arakhit Behera 

11. Sri Raghu Mahakud 

12. Sri Kasinath Behera 

13. Sri Hari Muduli 

14. Sri Radeheshyam 

15. Sri Netrananda Sahu 

Gang No. 2 

1 . Sri G. Rajendra Reddy. 

2. Sri Sankar. 

3. Sri Nanda Patra 

4. Sri Benia Naik 

5. Sri Daya Sethi 

6 . Sri O. Tulsi Reddy 

7. Sri Panama Sethi 

8 . Sri Daitari 

9. Sri Sarbeswar 

10. Sri Dasarathi 

11. Sri Baidhar 

12. Sri Dayanidhi 

13. Sri Bhaskar 

14. Sri Harihar Sahoo 

15. Sri Parikhit, 

16. 

Gang No. 3 

1. Sri Gourshyam Biswal Alias Sardar. 

Nirapjan Biswal 

2. Sri Dhanu Behera Mandal 

3. Sri Dandapani Sethi H/Labour 

4. Sri Narayan Sethi ,, 

5. Sri Surendra Sethi (i) ,, 

6 . Sri Mani Nayak 

7. Sri Banchha Behera ,, 

8 . Sri Juria Behera „ 

9. Sri Padan Charan Sahoo „ 

10. Sri Bholi Sahu „ 

11. Sri Trinath Sethi „ 

12. Sri Banchha Muduli 

13. Sri Duan I Behera ,, 

14. Sri Trinath Lenka „ 


Sardar Supervisee. 

Mondal 

M/Labour 


Sardar 

Mandal 

H/Labour 


»» 
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Gang No. 4 

.. 1. Sri Arakhit Sethi 

2-. Sri Damodar Das 

3. Sri B, Appana Reddy. 

4. Sri Udaya Nahak 

5. Sri Bijuli Nayak 

6 . Sri Pati Ram 

7. Sri Mahantar Sethi 

8 . Sri Surrendra Sethi (ii) 

9. Sri Kailash 

10. Sri Birbar Nayak 

11. Sri Dola Gobind 

12. Sri Rajendra Jena 

13. Sri Madhab 

14. Sri Banamali Sahoo 

Ancillary workers 

1, Sri Dibakar Panda. 

2, Sri D. Rajendra Reddy. 

3, Sri Banbehari alias Durga Ch. Panda.'' 

4, Smt. B. Papamma. 

5, Sri R. Saiannma. 

2, I.D. case No. 5/78 i.s a similar reference made by the 
Central Government vide their Order No. L-42011(2)-76- 
D.Il(B) dated 23rd September, 1978 for adjudication of the 
following disputes :— 

(1) "Whether the action of the Management of the Food 
Corporation of India in not treat ing the 'direct pay¬ 
ment" workers of their depots at Jharsuguda, Jagan- 
nathpur, Dhenkanal, and Kesinga as ‘departmental’ 
is justified 7 If not, to what relief are the concerned 
workmen entitled and from what date ?” 

{1) Whether the action of the management of the Food 
Corporation of India in not paying subsistence al¬ 
lowance to the workmen of their depots at Dhen¬ 
kanal and Jharsuguda whose names arc given in 
the Annexure, the respect of the period of their 
suspension from the dates shown against each is 
justified ? If not, to what relief are the said 
workmen entitled? 


SI. Name 

No. 

Designation Date of 

suspension 

1 2 

3 

4 

1, Sri Chandra Sekhar Jena 

Sardar 

18-2-75 

2. Sri Sukanta Ch. Jena 

Mandal 

-do- 

3. Sri Shyama Sunder Sahoo 

H/Labour 

-do- 

4, Sri Anamacharan Samal 

-do- 

-do- 

5. Sri Banshidhar Rout 

-dO' 

-do- 

6. Sri Tungacham Sahoo 

-do- 

-do- 

7. Sri Ananta Charan Sahoo 

-do- 

-do- 

8, Sri Provakar Jena 

-do- 

-do- 

9. Sri Sanatan Mullick 

-do- 

-do- 

10, Sri Raghu Mullick 

-do- 

-do- 

11, Sri Jogendra N. Behcra 

Sardar 

-dc 

12, Sri Kartick Ch. Jena 

Mandal 

*do- 

13. .Sri Rabindra Kr. Swain 

H/Labour 

-do- 

14, Sri Natabar Jena 

-do- 

-do- 

15, Sri Kapila Ch, Jena 

-do- 

-do- 

16. Sri Batakrushna Sahoo 

-do- 

-do- 


1 2 

3 

4 

17. Sri Guna Ch, Das. 

H/Labour 

18-2-75 

18. Sri Phikira Chandra Das. 

Sardar 

-do- 

19. Sri Suryamani Swain 

Mandal 

-do- 

20, Sri Arjuni Behera 

H/Labour 

-do- 

21. Sri Chantu Sethi 

-do- 

-do- 

22. Sri Balabhadra Nayak 

-do- 

-do- 

23. Sri Gandharba Jena 

-do- 

-do- 

24. Sri Sanatan Das 

Ancillary 


25. Sri Jogi Routh 

H/Labour 

5^7-75 

26. Sri Markanda Sahu 

-do- 

-do- 

27. Sri Khetramohan Sahoo 

-do- 

-do- 

28. Sri Bhagaban Sahu 

-do- 

-do- 

29. Sri Krushna Ch. Behera 

-do- 

-do- 

JHARSUGUDA DEPOT 

1. Sri Janak Rohidas 

Sardar 

10-3-75 

2. Sri Blchitra Nayak 

Mandal 

-do- 

3. Sri Sanami Muduli 

H/Labour 

-do- 

4. Sri Khirod Muduli 

*do- 

-do- 

5. Sri Adikanda Pafra 

. -do- 

-do- 

6. Sri Trilochan Swain 

H/Labour 

-do- 

7. Sri Hadu Rohi Das 

-do- 

-do- 

8. Sri Bhagat Satnami 

-do- 

-do- 

9. Sri Dina Rohi Das 

-do- 

-do- 

10. Sri Sansar Rohi Das 

-do- 

-do- 

11. Sri Ankur Rohi Das 

-do- 

-do- 

12. Sri Pita Rohi Das 

-do- 

-do" 

13. Sri Gagani Rohi Das 

•do- 

-do- 

14. Sri Narahari Rohi Das 

-do- 

-do- 

15, Sri Oobinda Rohi Das 

-do- 

-do- 

16. Sri Deshram Rohi Das 

-do* 

-do- 

17. Sri Trika Rohi Das 

-do- 

-do- 

18. Sri Musuru Rohi Das 

*do- 

-do- 

19. Sri Gantia Rohi Das 

-do- 

-00- 

20. Sri Bagu Rohi Das 

-do- 

-do- 

21. Sri Kumud Rohi Das 

-do- 

-do- 

22. Sri Nilamani Rohi Das 

-do- 

-do- 

23. Sri Jagat Rohi Das 

-do- 

-do- 

24. Sri Brundaban Rohi Das 

-Jo- 

-do- 

25. Sri Guru Rohi Das 

-do- 

-do- 

26. Sri Satyananda Rohi Das 

-do 

-do- 


3. As both the case.s raise almost the same questions of 
tact and law it was agreed by the counsels of both the 
parties that it would be convenient to deal with boih the 
cases together and pass the Award. 

4, The case of the workmen in ID. case No. 9/77 is that 

the Food Corporation of India (for short F.C.l) wa;i con¬ 
stituted by an Act of the Parliament ip 1964. For adminis¬ 
trative purpose.s the Food Corporation of India i.s divided 
into 4 zones and under each zone there are several ttgions 
and Oris-sa is one such Region. The smallest unit iind;r the 
F.C.T. is a Depot where foodgram is stored and for the pur¬ 
pose of storage in the said Depot and distribution theiefrom 
Handling Mazrioors arc essentially necessary and as such 
they form an integral part of the business undertakings of 
the F.C.l. In some depots they were directly engaged by 

the F.C.l. in some depots some were directly paid or de¬ 

partmentalised and some were employed through the contrac¬ 
tors. The F.C.l workers Union was formed in 1968 and 

registered 2-5-1969 and has been recognised by the 
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Sardar 

Mandal 

H/Labour 
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2-5-1969 auJ has been iccognised by the Management. This 
js U)c Diiiy legisteicu Irjtuc union ot ihe naiionne Maz- 
rloors or vhe b.U.l. Jagannathpur lood storage depot was 
an esiauhsiiment ot ihc t'.U.l, in Chatrapur buo-Divisipn. It 
employed o3 Handling Mazeloois, ah ol whom were the 
memocis of tiic atoiesaid Union. Ihe Handling Mazdoors 
were working in gangs under the direct supervision and con¬ 
trol of the f.C.l.s Oificer.s, supervisory staff and Uiodown 
clerks. At Jagannathpur depot they were disiiibuted mto 
Gang. No. 1. 2, 3, 4 and 5. Ihesc 63 workmen without 
any chargeshcct, without any .scope of defence and without 
any reasonable cause were served with a notice of FCT dated 

22- 2-75 direciitig them noi lo enter mto Jagannathpur depot 
until further orders, li was rnemioncU m the notice that the 
above cirections will be teconsidcred aficr Ihc judgment of 
the criminal case. It is comended that the said notice con¬ 
tains false anrl malicious allegaiions and were misconceived. 
Thirtyfour workers who were involved in the criminal case 
were finally aoquitled in the criminal court. After the notice 
the concerned workmen and the Union made various repre¬ 
sentations lo itie F.C.i. as well as to Regional Labour Com¬ 
missioner tCentral), Bhubaneswar for allowing diem lo re¬ 
sume their dunes, or to pay their v/ages or even to pay them 
the subsistence allowance. They were being told that the 
matter would ue considered after the judgment in the crimi¬ 
nal case. Alter the judgment of acquital on 6-1-76 the 
Union look up the mailer with the F.U .I. nut to^po tirtcl. The 
conciliation proceedings followed, but proved abortive due 
to the adamant, too technical and maJafide attitude of the 
F.C.I. U is fuilher sta ed that the is.suc of notice dt. 22-2-7.5 
wa,s only lo victimise the 63 workmen and to discredit this 
union which secured the abolition of contractor system and 
could make the FCI agree to departmentalise all these 63 
Handling Mazdoors with effect from 1-11-73. In his connec¬ 
tion it is further stated that after a series of correspondence 
between the Union and FCI, agitation by the union and 
workmen of Jagannathpur depot and negotiation betweep the 
Union and the FCI, an agreement v/as reached on 20-1-73 
for abolition of Handling contract system and employing 
direct labour by FCT. The said agreement having not been 
Implemneted ihe Union made written demands for its imple¬ 
mentation and agitation followed culminating in 5 days’ 
strike in March, 1973, On 16-3-73 a Iripartito .sfltlemcnt 
was rea;' ed. In Item 6 it was specifically stipula¬ 
ted that the demand was agreed lo the extent of lerminroion 
of the Handling contract at the four depots. Handling work 
at Cuttack, Jharsugiida, Dhenkanal and Tagannaihpur depots 
shall lor the time being oc carried out directly, and isstie 
would meanwhile be referred lo the Hei d Office for necessary 
instruction with regard to the introduci'on of direct pay¬ 
ment .system. The Head Office of the F.C.I. approved of 
the same. On 23-5-75 an agreed minute was signed between 
the FCI and the Union. In Item No. Ithl of the said minute 
it was provided “It was also agreed that the departmentalisa¬ 
tion would take Place in the remaining owned depots of the 
Corporation in the States of Assam. Orissa and Bihar with 
effect from 1-11-73”, which obviously ircUidcd Jagannalhnui 
depot. In item Nos. 3 and 4 of the said Minute the other 
details as to departmentalisation was provided. By another 
hgreed mirute of discussion between the representatives of 
the Union and the F.C.I. held on lltb and 12th March. 
1974, in terms of item No. 4 of the agreed' minutes dated 

23- 5-73. 63 concerned workmen of Jagannathpur depot were 
deparmentflised and their arvear payment for the period 
from 1-11-73 to March, 1974 was lo be made by the first 
week of i^prT, 1974. There was an ag-ced minute of dis- 
cuss'on between, the Union and the F.C.T. on 24 4-74. From 
item No. 1 of the said minute it woidd appear that the 
F.C.T. agreed to make the payment of 40 handling mazdoors 
within 15 days and of the remaining 23 workers on hearing 
from the Zonal Manager. Tnspite ot the contract system 
being abolished for Handling work, direct payment being 
introduced, 63 handling mazdoors assessed for Jagannathpur 
depot and selected by the F.C.T, It does not lie In the mouth/ 
of FCI to sav about 30 months after signing the said minute 
that there was no employcr-emplovee relation between the 
said 63 workmen and the F.C.T, The F.C.T. was exercising 
control and supervision over these workmen and was paying 
them on piece-rate basis through the Sardar of the respective 
gangs instead of making them payment on monthly rale 
bask for wh'ch the workmen were provoked to .go on a 
peaceful strike on 8-1-75 in all the depots of Orissa. The 
Workers of the other depots were however allowed to resume 


their duty with effect from 10-3-75, The action of the 
Manageiiieiil in not allowing the 63 workmen to resume 
their work is Uiscriminaiory, lubitrary and high handed m 
nature and amounted to viclimisation and unfair labour prac¬ 
tice. 

5. The Management in a consolidated written statement 
co'ntcnds that the handling mazdoors weic never exploited. 
There was one mode of eiigagcmcnt ol iiaoUiing mazuoors 
through indcpcndeni contractors vvnere the work, loac was 
volnininous and where it was impossible lo gel it done by 
hireu lauourcrs, Tiieie was no jural reiauonsinp ot the em¬ 
ployers and employee between the handling mazdoors and 
Ihe FCI any wucrc m India, The nalure of worK involved in, 
the transaction was such that it could never be performed 
on individu.d wage basis. However in the year 1973, tnc 
nobleness of the officers of the FCT, broadness of their 
heart and their sympatliy towaids the handling mazuoors 
reflected in iiitroducting direct payment system by abolishing 
the engagement of oUiSidc coniractors. According to the 
direct payment syslem though the sysem of engagcnitn of 
outside contractors was abolished, the workeis Union was 
lo choo.se iheir representative to take up the day-to-day woik 
ot the I'.C.I. and to get it done in the way they liKeu and 
to receive linal payment for the total volume or quantum of 
work done by them. So practically the representatives, so 
choosen stepped into the shoe of the outside contractors. 
They were receiving payments at the rale of the contrac¬ 
tors for the work done by the mazdoors who were employed 
by them, he Management of F.C.I. in the depots where 
drrecl payments .system were introduced never maintained 
the atieiidancc register or muster roll of the workers. The 
F.C.I. Workers Union, Calcutta is not a recognised Union 
and the activities of tnis Un on cannot be extended beyond 
the staff ol West Bengal. Hence the F.C.I. Workers Union 
cannot legally I'cpre.sent the workers of the F.C.l, of 
Orissa region. The Management does not admit that i, had 
employed 63 handling mazdoors, At Jagannathpur depot 
handling operations were being done on contract basis. It 
was, therefore, the look out of the contractor viii-a-vis the 
reprcscniali .es of workers to get the work done in the manner 
they choose as convenient to them, Tberefo'e, it is not 
correct lo say that they weic under the direct siijicrvisioh of 
the F.C.I. As there was no master and servant relationship 
between the F.C.I. and the 63 workers the question of 
chargesheeting them did not arise. It is only when the work¬ 
men in the Jagannathpur depot went on illegal strike, com¬ 
mitted mischief inside the depot premises and threatened to 
cause danger to the safety of the public property a-- well as 
lo the life of the Officers, then only an F.I.R. was lodged in 
the local police station. On Police enquiry the names of the 
miscreants could be known whereafter notices were iisued 
against the miscreants prohibiting tbeir entry into the depot. 
It i.s the specific stand of the Management that they bad tfS’icd 
(he notice dl, 22-2-75 against 34 workmen vho v ere in'nlved 
in the criminal case and not to the remaining 29 workmen. 
The refusal of entry to the Jagannathpur depot premises by 
the Management lo the miscreant workmen can never be con¬ 
strued as suspension. In this connection it is stated that after 
the strike, the Management for running of the depot and b.eep- 
strike, the Management for running of the depot and keep¬ 
ing the supply line clear appointed a contractor and the 
workers under that contractor formed a T.abonr Cooperative 
society during Noverober, 1975 and they have been woiking 
there since then. The Management has no scope to allow 
other than the members of the said society to work 
as per the policy of the Central Government, It is admitt¬ 
ed that there was a .settlement dated 16-3-73 between the 
FCI and the repre'^entatives of the FCI Workers Union, 
Calcutta for Ttroduction of direct payment svsten in 
Jagannathpur depot. The memorandum of settlement did 
not breathe the word ‘departmentalisation’ so far as Jagtnna- 
theur depot was concerned. It is nysrely stipulated ibereln 
that the direct payment system would be adopted only for 
the time being and tbo matter shall be referred to the 
Head Office for necessary instruction regarding direct pay¬ 
ment svstem. It would thus appear that the direct pay¬ 
ment system was token up as temporary measure subj'ect 
to the direction of the Head Office of the FCI, If is 
s'.ated that though the s.iid settlement was not legal and 
binding against the Manaeemenf. still the abnb'tion of out¬ 
side contract system and Introduction of Direct Paymjnt 
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Sysicm by substituting representatives of the workmen only 
were carried out since 16-3-73 m the Jagannathpur depot. 

6. On the que.stion of departmentalisation of the wor¬ 
kers of the F.C.I, it is stated that there was departnienta- 
iisaiion of wortcis of the h.C.l. m some depots on eApen- 
mcntal bas.s. Iherc was contemplation for further depart- 
memahsation of woiicers m more dc^,Ois, if it would not be 
deuimenial to the ohjecis anj interest of the F.C.I. It was 
suDsequcnlly founa that the system of departmentalisation 
of woiKerg of the o.C.l. put heavy loss to ihe organisation. 
The F.C.I. also changed its idea for further ueparinjcmahsa- 
tion. So altaough ihcie was some discussion with the 
F.C.F and the r-.C.!. workeis' Upton on 23-5-73 on the 
mauer of departmentalisation, tiiat has no legal force as it 
was not a Sciilement’ according to law. The other 
mmuics of discussion m this legard arc also said to be not 
legally valid. 'Finany, it is sia.cd that the issue of notice 
to ihe woiKmen, wiio were mvoived in tne criminal case 
would not amount m iciusal oi employment. 

7. In I.D. case No. 5l78 the additional facts pleaded by 

the Umon are that tao union could impress upon the 
Management tha, the so called conn actors nad no role to 
play, tiicy had no power of control, supervision or pay¬ 
ment in regard to tnc torcsaid labour and everything vested 
in the f .C.r. and on that prcm.se a setiiemcnt was rea-hed 
on lor aoohiion or v,oiiiracior juaoour ajs.em, 

tollowed by another sciilement between the Union and the 
Manugenicni at New U(ci-.i on 2S-0-/3, popuiarly itnotm a* 
Cielai agreement, p.oviding xor deparimenmilsation or the 
cisiwmie comraci labour, mougn even wuhout any sucn 
seiiiemcni, me said laouur constituied as an inicgcal part 
of me F.uli.’s esmbhsumont everywncro in inuia and 
were me employees ot r-.c-.l. at all maicnal time. The 
F.C.I. had dfipoN at Jhaisuguda, Jaafmrwi-‘pur, lynenhanal 
ana Kissinga in Orissa, wncrem i20, ^5, 112 and 75 Finnai- 
mg iviaiUoors re.spccovciy weie ciiipaoyeu. rne co<muct 
iauour sysicm, as siaicd earlier was m vogue at Jliursuguda, 
lJrn.nicaiiai and jegannampur mpotg ml Ccoiuaiy, i.y/d 
anu me same was uaOhSued m lemis or (i,e iiiparmc beule- 
meiit uaicu 16-3-/J aud uiiece payniem system was intro¬ 
duced, we miduieman being einrunaieu aheuay in. me pro¬ 
cess. Kissmga depot was siaiteo m IV/d and since iis very 
commencement all the Flaiicuinfi Mazuoois wcie employed 
at the said depot as direct paid workers suoje,;! to the 
diiection and control ot t..e F.t...t. Mauagement, Ad the 
diicci payment workers of the lour depots, as above, were 
regular ana monvmy paio cnipioj'ecs anu pending miuin.itioAt 
ot thoir Wages, at me tune of abolition of coptiact labour 
it was agreed upto mat they wilt be paid on iiie piece-rate 
basis and their arrears will be paid subsequently ort the 
basts ot wages to be fixed thereafter. Tne direct paid 
labour weie depattmcmalised with eifect from i-11-1973 
in terms of the settlement reached m March, 1974 and 
was- cuculaied, t.o tne Umon. The t>aid .seitlemint having 
not been properly implemented, the Union brought the 
matter to the atieniion of Regional Labour commissioner 
(Central) Bhubaneswar for his intervention. The R.L.C. 
held a joint conference of the parties before him on 
24-4-74. In terms of the .settlement, the Union from its side 
fully honoured the terms agreed upon. The workers submitt¬ 
ed tlieir bio-data and signed prescribed foims and the sur¬ 
plus persons left the depot after receiving, the payment from 
the F.C.I. As such, those who continued to work in the 
four concerned d^tmts became entitled to departmentalisa¬ 
tion with effect from 1-11-73 and were entitled to wgacs 
of departnicnlalised worker with effect from that date, less 
the wage* they were paid on piece rate basis as was fixed 
during the contractors regime. In this connection it is fur¬ 
ther stated that at any event formal departni’-ntalisation oi 
no formal departmentalisation the direct paid labour of 
the aforesaid four depots were the regular monthly paid 
staff of the F.C.I, doing useful and indispcnsiblo work for 
and on behalf of the F.Ci. under the direct control and 
supervision of the F.C.I.’s Officers, This satisfies all the 
tests laid down by the Hon’ble Supreme Court for consti¬ 
tuting e.mploycr-cniployee relationship. Tiie workers have 
been denied payment in terms of the settlement in March, 
1974 and are being paid in whole contractor’s late though 
the. contract labour system was abolished in March, 1973. 
Being paid on piece rate basis, thpre it no guranteed mini¬ 
mum’ or fixed earning per month for any of the concerned 
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workmen of the four depots and their monthly income varies 
from ICS. jff lo ics. luj per nioiuh wucicas tnose recogm.cd 
as diicct labour of F.C.I. in (Jrissa for simuar caicgotics 
of workmen at Bhuoaneswar, Cuuack, Khurda Road 
(JataniJ. Kanital, Ffi.atud, Fulbam, JJungripuih arid Rour- 
kclla depots get mucii higher rate ot wa^es with guianieed 
mmiiaum monthly wages m each case and oiner benents, 
whicii IS denied to tne Lonceinen workmen, tne worxers 
ot ihosc ucpots were also getting bonus and otner Lciients. 
The workers of the F.C.i. ni dmerent pans of India, Went 
on siiiAC rroiii 2/-r-/J. rho iViaiiagemcnL of r-.U.i. nowevc 
looii. a Viiiuiwiive aituude as a mauer 01 poncy oinnig Uie 
pCiion of shiice and me loeai managemeiit lu p.L.i. oepots 
at LinettAanai and inaisaguoa in paroeiiiai, siui'.cu la.se 
aiij iiivoioas crniimal CuoCs agamst many or tJie;,e SiiituQg 

i. .uoiir, aud witnoui, any lenci' nl most or the cas^a and 

ally uy Aiungxug ui uiC £ulc oi ucijOi. oiiiwC' oiucico 

stispc.iston or itieiv woiKmon in case ot speciiiea 29 labour 
or u--CnKanai and 2b tauour of Jirarsiiguna depots as mcn- 
tionej in oruer ot reicience, wmch con,tnties cVcit lo-oay, 
.oil me 24 conccinea taoour of unemcaiiai uepot vveie sus¬ 
pended on lo-x-/b and 3 on 3-/-73, ail tne 2o con.eincd 
im.out or jiia.3u,ypua uepot weic susjjeiide^t on and iiom 

lO-O-zO. nxccpLiii^ iiie 3 laeoiit ,OI cietlivantu oepot WHO 
weiC suspcnuco wiiii CnCet riom 3-/-/3 auo nve Outer con- 
cwiiiCti wuiivuien Oi jjneimanai depot, me lest oi iitO wone- 
iTileil vtCie ii,ip.,e..,eu lU Liim.ual ea^es at me jii.,Lan<-e Oi 
t^c local m.iiiagcnienu oi i-.c,.!. inere was no paiticmar 
leuson lur su»,.eus,on or on jogi Jcuum, icarAaotia janoo, 
iviiei annuiiin oJiiOO, niiugaeun Oanuo, jcimina c.liana, a 
isCi.e.a, oaiiiaunur icoui, r.aVtiKai' jeiia, jJcui ns. Cn. je.,a, 
ivapi.a c,u. jcua unu iruaiei.u c.n. uas on me ijtea ol peu- 
ueii.y or crunniui c«.',e. auspcnsiou me.eiy on tiie juta of 
penuency or a ciuninal case or refu.sai oy me iviu.lavement 
Oi r.c..i. to gtve woiK to any oi me toneemea wo.,euivn 
was ouisiuB me puiv,ew of any isim or empioyinent sus,,cn- 

S.Oll Ot laoOUi Wliiio..l pay..ieil, oi ms sanny UOi pCl’- 

missieie under .any le.m ox coiiuaci oy pioyision of xaw. 
HI m3 aeseneC oi any plOVISiOn lO me coniiaiy ior all 
.SUCH su-veiismii ui letusai oi woi'K, Vne JViunuj,Onicnt Was 
lu.oic lO pay lull saioiy. iiio onion, m j|,noi,.nve or mat 
law, -owcvci, eiaimea 3U peieeiit oi me wa*es xor nrst I'd 
days Oi suspcnnon and /3 peioent ot wages lur me peiiod 
IncHuiiCt Wiui uie I’.o.j. by leuer ua.cd 20-3-/3. nUt 

ii, e 1.0.1. icma.ueij auam.int ana paid nouiing. in me 
Ciiiniiai Case, SiaXicu agaJiisl tne womuien, ail woi'JCinen 
weic acqiiii.ed c-Accpt me woixmen or JiiaisugUda depot 
ninniiOiicn ,n iiic orocr or Kcieivnce wno weic louiid some- 
wnui giiiiiy. PiiiaJiy It is Sia-Cn mat me ivianagcineiit put ■ 
11 as a poncy not to allow a se^ooii of vvomnicn to lesun/a 
duty mciuniug 1..0SC mentioned in Inc oruer or rcietencc, 

8. iiic Mahageintni has .simdaily pleaucd .some addmonal 
facts in mts case. It is stated mat prior to tnc introouction 
ot mreci payment system in tne oepots ai JtiarsiigUua and 
Kissiuga they were ftiiicuoning nnuer the contract labour 
.sysic.,!, 1 ne woikCiS ol iiiesc depoiS were not einp.oyed 

by me F.C.i, and me F.C.i. had. no conuoi over mem. it 
IS Stated tuat with regard lo ttic rale ot payment under 
the uiiect system it was decided in the meeting ncld on 
JK-1-/3 mat. woiKerr. siioiiid be paid at tnc same rate as 
tne contractors were. paid. With regard to the minutes of 
meeong neld on 23-3-/3 it is stated that a mere desire was 
exprCoseti to aopurimontahso the laboutcis lentaliyeiy by 
la-o-ZJ and )-li-7J even uiotigii tnc p.C.j. was under no 
legal obligation to do it. In. tact depintmeniaiisation was 
not done in any of l le four depots. It is empl.alicaliy stal¬ 
ed that t ie minutes of the meenng held oh 23-5-73, 11-3-74 
and 12-3-74 are neither setdemeat nor agreemeut under i|ic 
provision of the industrial Uispnies Act 1947. The Manage-, 
mem fuithcr contends that it is not a fact that for all 
purposes the dcparlruenialisaiion of iiibouferi was effected 
and for the unpa.d salary/wages dispute aroSe for interven¬ 
tion of K.L.C‘. There being no departmentnlisaticn, jt can 
not be said that trere exists relationship as eir.vloyer and 
employees or as mus.er and servant between the I'.C.l. and 
persons working under Direct Payment system m these 
tour depots, a.s to the case or suspensiod it is contended 
that the persons working under the direct payment system 
were pot suspended by .#.e F.C.I. The real fac.s a.e that 
the labouiers demanded lo abolish contract labour system 
in F.C.I. and to engage labourer on departmental basis 
and to convert labourecs ' working uffder Direct Payment 
system to departmental labour for which dispute* ip all 
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parts of India arcs®, and P.C.l. operations Jiad to be sus¬ 
pended and depots had to be closed. On examination it 
was found that in depots where labourers were departnjiota- 
Used, lawlessness, indiscipline increased anj productivity fell 
dowii lo an great extent and it was observed that depart¬ 
mental labourers invariably defy working norms and instruc¬ 
tions or FCI on the slightest pretext. It was also observed 
that departmental labour is consUicr and wasteful. In the 
contract system however, the contractors were responsible 
for the completion of work in time and liable for damages. 
It has been Anally decided by the Govt, of India that further 
depaitnicntalisation of labour should not be resorted to. 
Tfe Labour’s demand for abolition of contract labour sys¬ 
tem is not lawful. The Contract Labour (RegulaUon and 
Abolition 1 Act covers the entire subject of contract labour 
and therefore Government can not refer dispu'e rela'ing to 
contract labourers uls 10 of the I.D, Act to an Industrial 
Tribunal. It is the deUnite case of F.C.I. that departmenta¬ 
lisation of labour has.not been introduced at the F.C.I. 
depots at Jharsuguda, Jagannathpur, Dhcnkanil riid Kesigna 
and Direct ipavment workers in these depots can not be 
treated as dopartmintalised workers. Further departmenta¬ 
lisation of the contract labours will entail abolition of Con¬ 
tract Libour. This can only be done in accordance with 
the provision of the Contract Labour (Regulation and 
Abolition") Act 1970 and therefore it is submitted that the 
Indus'rial Tribunal has no jurisdiction to decide item No. 1 
of the schedule of reference. Direct Payment system is 
nothing but contract labour system and worke-s under this 
svs'em are not workmen of F.C.I, and therefore there is no 
emnloyer and employee relationship between F.C.I. and 
these workers, T‘’e F.C.I. is not reouirad to pay any allow¬ 
ance to the persons referred to in item No. 2 of the schedule 
of reference as thev arc not the workmen of the F.C.I. and 
have not been suspended. 

9, In an addit’onal wri'ten statement died by the Ifnlon 
it is stated that they have never made nnv clainj for aboli¬ 
tion of anv contract labour svstem,' Their specific case is 
that tt-e contract labour svstem stoed abolished bv the 
Tr'Vpp'ite settlement dafCri 16-3-73 which was also confirm¬ 
ed bv aarepd minutes dated 23-5-73 and several other 
■subseauent facts. It is therefore cdihpletcly wrong to snv 
that the present dispute in anv wav or anv manner falls 
for decision of the abtlition of the contract labour 8''8- 
tem. The clandestine efforts of thr first nartv to destabilise 
fbe se*f1ed matter and to give a colour of existence of some 
intrmltdta'v where in fact no such intermediary exists nor 
can lawfiiliv exist would not give f*se to a dispute on aboli¬ 
tion of contract labour systen"'. T^'e abolition of contract 
labour svstem is wholly a non-isff'ie so far as the nie.sent 
roff-euce is concerned. .This ouestion is also not an inci¬ 
dental one calling for anv adludi'cation by the Tribunal. 
Tv-e oompetenev of the Tribunal to determine the i.rstic can 
no* hr qnestmned to determine' the d'snuto ns referred by 
the Central Gove-nmen* can not be questioned by introduc¬ 
ing a non-existent issue. 


10. oh the aforesaid nlcadines, the following issues have 
been framed in T. case No. 5/7 ^— 


fSSUFS 


(1) Whett-c the present reference is maintainable and 
fhi.s Tribunal has iurts<Iiction to adjudicate the dis¬ 
pute unde, reference? 

(2) Whether the action of the Management of the Food 
Corporation of India is not treating the ‘direct 
p.ivment’ workers of their denots at Jharsngudn, 
Jnganna*hour, Dbcnkanal, and Kesinva ns ‘depart¬ 
mental’ Is justified? If not to what relief are *he 
concerned workmen entitled and from what date? 

(.1) Whether (he action of the Management Of the 
F'ood Cnrno'ation of India in not novine subsis 
fence aHowanco to the workn'm of their deno*® at 
DbenVnual and Jharsueuda "whose names are given 
in the Annexiire, in respect of the period of their 
sus^epsion from the date^ shown against e.ach. is 


justified? If not, to what relief are the said work¬ 
men entitled 7 

11. From the pleadings in I.D. case No. 9/77 the follow¬ 
ing issues arise for consideration 


ISSUES 

11) Whether there is existence of master-servant rela¬ 
tionship between the parties within the meaning 
of the I.D. Act? 

(2) Whether the F.C.I. Workers’s Union could validily 
raise the dispute? 

(3) Whether there was refusal of employment to the 
63 workmen by the Management of Jagannathpur. 
depot? 

(4) Whether the 'Iribunal has jurisdiction to entertain 
this dispute? 

(5) To what relief, the workmen are entitled? 

12. Issue No. 4 in I, D. Case No. 9 of 1977 


The contention Of the management is that the meet ques¬ 
tion for consideration in both the proceeding.s is about the 
abolivion of the contract labour system. Such a question 
the Industrial Tribunal is not competent to decide. The 
tiecision on the question of abolition of contract labour 
system is exclusively within the jurisdiction of the authorities 
under the Contract Labour (Regulation and Aboliation) Act, 
1970. In this connection reference has been made to the 
decis-ons reported in AIR 1985 SC 488 and 1986 (2) (LR 
416). An ailidavit has also been filed on behalf of the 
management along with xerox copies of the India Gazette 
and he Order of the Supreme Court in CMP No, 18477/85 
in Writ Petition (Civil) No. 13508/83 and the SLP (Civil) 
No. 7039/85 between the FCI Workers’ Union Vrs. FCI 
and others and also a letter of the Government of India in 
the Food and Supplies Department dated 17-5-1985 and the 
Government of Orissa in the Labour and Employment letter 
No. 211185 contending that on the report of the Committee 
constituted under the Contract Labour (Regulation and Abo¬ 
lition) Act. 1970 in pursuance of t’le judgrrent of the 
Supreme Court as reported In AIR 1985 SC 488 the State 
Government of Orissa was satisfied that there Is uo justi¬ 
fication to prohibit engagement of contract labour in all the 
Depots of the FCI in the State of Orissa. According to the 
workmen, however, the dispute is the two proceedings i.s not 
related to the abolition of the contract labour system. On 
the other hand, as per the settlement dated 16-3-1973 
the contiBot svstem has been abolished and what is required 
to be decided in these two proceedings is the relief admissible 
to tie workmen on the footing that direct payment system 
has 'reeri introduced and the further qiie.sion whether the 
workers can be treated as departmentalised labour. On a 
perusal of Clause (6) of Ext. 6, the Memorandum of Settle¬ 
ment dated 16-3-1985, it is clear that the parties agreed 
that the handling contracts at Jagannathpur and Dhenkanal 
be terminated forthwith and the v/nrk done directly as the 
existing contractors at these two places had apparently failed 
to carry out the work smoothly and Continuously, It was 
further agreed that the handling contracts in the four Depots, 
naptcly, Cuttack, Jharsuguda, Dhenkanal and Jagannathpur 
shall for the time being be carried out dircctlv Ext 9 
28-4-1973 issued by the Zonal Manager of 
rOI, Zonal Office, Calcutta, indicated the procedure to 
^ frllowed in the matter of direct payment to the labourers. 
On a perusal of the settlement, Ext. 6 and the letter, Ext. 9, 
there can be no doubt that the engagement of contractors in 
the Depots for the handlmg work, where direct payment 
system was introduced, has been dfspen'-ed with. It is no 
doubi the case of the management that after dispcn.sing with 
the contractors .payments were made through tlic chosen 
rcpresentalivcs of the workers’ Union and such representative 
subst'tuted the prev-ous contractors. 1 shall have occasion 
to deal w' h the effect of the engagement of such represen¬ 
tative on the Question of master and servant relationt^hip 
between the parties at a Ia*er stage of this Award At this 
stage, however it i.s sufficient to say that the parties are 
no m ’sspp whether thi. contract labour sy.stem m the afore¬ 
said four Depots should be abolished or not. That being 
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not the issue the deeisions relied on by tlie manaKcment have 
no application to the present case. The decision of the 
Government of Orissa that there is no justilicatmn to pro¬ 
hibit engagement of contract labour in the Depots of the 
hCf in Orissa does not have the effect of nullifying the 
agreements contained in the settlement (Fx, 6). In the 
above view of,the matter, the raanaecment’s contention that 
this Tribunal has no jurisdiction to enl.ei'tain the disputes 
covered by these two proceedings must fail. 

13. Issue No. 1 in I. D. Case No, 9 of 1977 

It ha.s been vehemently contended by learned counsel for 
the management that in the facts and circumstances of the 
case, there can be no eseape from the conclusion that there 
exists no master and servant relationship between the parties 
to the proceedings. His submision arc that although the 
services of the of the contractors in the four Depots were 
dispensed with, the representative of the Union through whom 
payments were made to the workers substituted the previous 
contractors and the old system of tire handling work as well 
as the payments to workers continued iis before, The manage¬ 
ment as per the agreement never maintained any muster roll 
of the workers. It was the icprecenlative of the Union 
who engaged labourers as per the work load available and 
was paid amounts for the total work done The duration 
of employment of the workmen, ihc quantum of work to 
be done by each of such workmen and the payment made 
to the workmen remained the concern of the representative. 
The management has absolutely no control or supervision 
over the workers. Tlius, there was absolutely no change in 
Ihc system of work. The only change was that the Union 
representative stenned into fhe shoes of the contractors. 
The learned coutnel for the workmen refuted the above 
submision. According to him, the engagement of contrac¬ 
tors was completely dispensed with. The representative of 
the TJnion who was also a worker was only entrusted with 
the responsibility of accepting the payment on behalf of 
the workers and used to make payments to the workers 
on their daily out-turn of work. The officers of the manage¬ 
ment exero'sed control and siwervi.sion over the work of 
the laburers. They had the ’■/ght to refuse work. 

14 Before entering into the factual aspect I would like 
make ref'renc<* to a decision renor^ed in ATR 1984 SC 
23 in which their Tordsliip have laid down the tests for 
determining the master .snd servant relationst'in between the 
employer and the employees, It has been held : 

“. .if every piece rated workman in an, independent con¬ 
tractor, lakhs sad lakhs of workmen in various 
industries where payment is correlated to produc¬ 
tion would be carved out of the expressed ‘woik- 
man’ as defined in the Industrial Disputes Act. In 
the past the test to determine the relationship of em¬ 
ployer and the v/orkman was the test of control 
and not the method of payment. Piece ra'e pay¬ 
ment meaning thereby payment corretated to pro¬ 
duction is a well-recognised mode of rayment fo 
industrial workmen. In fact, wherever possible that 
method of paymen' has fo be encouraged so that 
there is utmost sincerity efficiency and single minded 
devotion to increase production which would he 
beneficial both to the enmlc -er, the workman and 
the nation at larg*. But the tc,st employed in the 
Last was one of determining liie decree of control 
that the employer wielded over the workmen How- 
er, in the identied tl.jalio'i in st .r lubilee 
Tailoring House V. Chief Tn,specfor of Shons and 
J.stabUsbrncnts tI9/.:) : i.; » r^lR 1974 SC 

371, Mathew, J. speaking for the Court obscrvvcd 
'■’at the control idc.a was inore -iii'cd t ■ tlie aori- 
rulfui’L.l society nilnr to Industrial Rcvoliifam and 
durmg the la.sl t.v.v decades the empliasis in the 
fv id is spiffed fiom and nn longer tests e.xclinivelv 
' r sfronnlv unti the qiiesfion of control. It was 
further observed thT. a search tor a fo;mnla in 
the nature of a si.igl? lest wit] not serve anv useful 
mi-nosc. and all factors th.at have been leferred to 
in the ca-ses on topics, hoiild be considered to- fell 
n eonfrset of ser.'icc. Approaching the maltep" 
from th’s angle, tiie Court oh'-.erved t'a.-.r the em- 
iilover’s right ‘o rciect fhe end nri-diiet if it does 
not conform to tb-' T.sf met ions of ihe cmplover 
sneaks for the element of eontrol and simcrvisiqn. 
So also the right of remOMd of the workmen or 
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rot to give the work has the element of control 
and supervision....’’ 

New con.ing to the facts of the case we again revert to the 
settlement dated 16-3-1973. From ih-c .settlcnient it appears 
that the FCl Workers' Union made a demand for the nboli- 
iiuit .1 handling contiact system at various Depots cf the 
FCI operating in the State of Orissa- in terms of the agree¬ 
ment dated 20-1-1973. Clause 6 mentions t'rc denmnd of 
the Un'on to the effect that in view' of the resigna'ion of 
Ihc hand' ug contractois at C.utfack Depot and Ihiirsuuuda 
Depot this work will be, done directly. The handling cont- 
r-icls it Jagannathpur and Dlicnkanal shall be terminated 
loiihwiih and the woik done directly. The demand v.as 
Jtii-vd (•' the extent uf termination of handling eojiiracts 
at there four Depots Handling work at Cuttack, Jhanuiguda, 
D'hcnkanal and Jagannathpur Depots shall for the time being 
carried out directly. The issue shall in the meanwhile 
be referred to the Head Office of the FCI for necessary 
instiuclion with legard to introducing the system 
of direct payment in the .atoresrid Depots, if Ihev .<-c auprove. 
In ihc meantime proper rccor-ds of work d it,'.- shall he lept 
by the management, Ext. 9 icferred to abov-: prescribed 
the proLeLturc in respect if direct navniciff te labourers. 
T-e pr'ieedurc to be Collatvcd are (1) the bills diould be 
picpared b.,* the Depot st.iff; (2) the labourer: should auin«r 
rise iheir Sardar/Mandal to accent pusment and sieu hills 
on Ihdr behalf and give aequittmice; (3) the authorised 
.har-!-r/M'ii dal m.av then receive monev af’er civing fhe 
ae-.'i'-iance- and ('41 the bill with acquiltance in oricitial 
s'-oiild with the FCI. In Ihc minutes of Ih'- meeting held 
between .he managemcm and the workers' 'Inin on 23rd 
M.av 1973 it was agreed that the Union would submit the 
oiigin.ff -I'.quittance rob b'-v receipted by th.r individual 
workers ft " the rirevions period under direct cmployirent and 
ic f' tiire as well. Pavment hencefoi'lh for work done "/ill 
ne m-itle .o the workers b\' the Ci-rpoi'-ition on idenfificalion 
hv Sa'chu-i and acquitiance rolls chffv recwnlcd .'btained. 
i''cst-< (if revenue starprs will he borne bv fbc for’'.--rntinn. 
In face rf the above ngr-c n-c'i ,and the i»v;" of o? Icner. 
Fxt, 9, the contention on behalf of ihe management ha« 
been that Ihc so-c,alled introduction of diicct uavmcnt system 
was not implemented and that the old system of engagement 
of labourers and the payment to the workers continued to 
be made through the representative of the Union which 
for all intents and purposes was nothing hut contractual 
relationship. In this connection strong reliance ha.s been 
placed on the work-slips vide Exts. C series There Is no 
dispu'e over the fact that the workers’ Union intimated 
the Regional Manager of the FCT, Bhubaneswar Region 
the names of the workers’ reprosenfativc.s authorising 
them to receive wages on behalf of the workers 
fvide Ex*s. A and B in I. D. cusc No. 5 of 1978). The 
work-slips are in the same form which were utilised for 
making payments to the contraefors. Taking advantage of 
the use of the same forms, a case is sought (i> be built 
no that the workers’ representatives acted as contractors. 
In some of the slips it has. however, been mentioned that the 
renresentativc signed the work-slips as representalive of the 
U'nio. In fact, it is not the case of the Management 
lUpt chc^e renre-en'ati' es had anv ihan- or profit All that 
thev are required to do is to receive Ihe payments on behalf 
of the workers. Merely because the reprcseniative of the 
Union received D.avment on behalf of the workers, ho does 
not lake the colour of a contractor. Moreover, the admit- 
'cd position is that the representatives used to lake payment 
OP behalf of the workers. Ext. D to D G (in T. D. case 
No 5|78) de.scrihe the bills as the workers hill Fxts. G. 
f P and P U clcarlv make out Ihc case of direct Payment 
svRiern. In Ext. the renre.sentntives who received the 
pavipents arc rci'tifleri lo he lahoureis hv an Officer of fhe 
Gonoration. It is aho the evidence that thev w'ere fhem- 
■ ci'-es ibe workers This svstein of receiving payment on 
h^ha’f of iha worVers w'as in accordnrip" with the terms of 
tb- cptitapient P\t 6 and the instructions 'ssued by the 
Zonal Man.ager Ex. 9, 

15. In this connection, learned counsel for the workmen 
ab-o ftrew my attention to a de-ision reported in I9R5-1I 
FIT 4 known as .iiiFguri case in which the effect of a settle¬ 
ment dated 20-l-''3 which infaef was Ihe basis of Fxt. 6 
and th.* circular fExt. 9j and fhe conduct hetw'*en the parties 
can-e for considerat'on. Ip th.it case it was rbo contended 
on b-rhalf of the FCI that the workers’ repre'-entatives were 
merely substitute contractors and that thr v'as no rlation- 
ship of master and servant between fhe FCI and the wtirVeis 
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of Siligui'i Depot. I'lieir LorthUips repelled llie contention 
niir.cd on behalf of Ihe J'CI and held that there was ntaster 
aiid servant iclationship between the parties. The learned 
eotinsel for the management soiiehl to distingnisb this ease 
on the ground that in that case there wa.s ample evidence 
that payments weic being made directly to tire lahourers. 
bin in the instant case there is no snch evidence. It >s true 
that in the piesent case the mitiici' roll of the workers and 
Iht actjtiitl.aiice by individual workers is lacking. For this 
sittmtion, however, both the parties are to blame. In the 
.scnlemcnt dated Kw3-1973, {Hxt. 01, the Management had 
agreed to keep records of the work done by the workers. 
In tlie minutes of the meeting dated 23rd May. 197.3 the 
I'liion agreed to submit the original acquittance roll duly 
receipted hy the individual workeis. It is not very clear as 
to whether the Management or the Union maintained such 
records, but the fact remains that the reprc.scntative of 
the workers used to receive the payrneiU on behalf of the 
workers. 'I'hc notices dated 22-2-73 fh,\ts. 1, 2 and 14 
series in I. D. case No. 9/77) issued to the workers clearly 
make out that they Were laboiiiers under the direct payment 
system. Tn the notices the workers have been directed not 
to enter the premises of the depots until lurthcr orders. 
T he notices also indicate that the orders arc subject to such 
orders as may he pas.scd by the ciiminu] court. If the 
workers were men of the conir.iclor it was not all necos.sary 
for the Management to issue such direction. In fact above 
directions weie issued to the woriters prohibiting their entry 
this w'otild only mean that the C u' iioratioii has the right to 
refuse work wliich tliey have done. It is also the evidence 
of the witnesses for the workmen in both the proceedings 
that the Dfficers of the depots were supervising the work of 
the workers. H.xt 8 in 1. D. cit'-e No. 5 of 78 which is 
Ext. 13 in I.D. case No. 9/77 dated 4-9-78 show that the 
M'an.igemcnt decided to grant cs-gratia in lieu of bonus to 
each woikcrs under the direct naynient system and this 
payment was to be made stiietlv in accs'i'dance with the 
Payment of Bonus .Act, 1963, It is Ihercfoic too Intc for the 
Management to say tluil the direct iiayment workers were 
contract labourers and were not iheh- employees. Taking an 
overall fictitrc of Ihe situations and relying on tite principles 
laid down in 198s II 1.1.1 4 and A.I.R 19.84 SC. 23 I have 
no hesii.alion to liold that there was rclaiionship of master 
and servant between the Corporation and the handling workers 
in the foiii depots. 

16. Issue No, 2 in I. D. case No, 9/1977 —The validity 
of the reference has been challenged on the grotind that the 
EC] workers’ Union which has hern registered in West 
Bengal had no authority to espouse ihe cause of (he work¬ 
men. ll i.s the admitted position th;it (his Union which has 
espoused the cause of the suirkcrs has heen dealing with the 
Management and there has been settlement and discussions 
belviecn the Mana.gemciit and Ihi.s Union on various issues. 
It is also the settled position of law ihtil even an unregistered 
Union can raise a v.tlid itidustrial dispute. The Trade Union 
Act nowhere deh.ars a fJnion registered in a State fo riii.se an 
industrial dispute in respect .if woikcis in another stale. 
We have the evidence of MW-1 inin the workers arc niem- 
bers of ihe Union. From the above it is unite evident 
that the FCI Management has all through given the de-fneto 
recognition of this Union. No authority has been cited 
before me for Ihe proposition lhat .t regi.sicreJ l.inion of 
u State can not espouse the cause of the workers of another 
Stale even if they are members of the Union. It is in 
evidence that the concerned workin's are the members of the 
Union, f would, ferefore. hold that the reference cannot be 
said to be bad on the grotind that the FCI Workers’ Union 
Which IS registered in "Wes* Bengal has esoou'Cd the ciiuse 
of the workers. 

17 Issue No. 3 in T. D. Case No. 9 of 1977. 'I'hc Manage¬ 
ment’s ctisc 's llini they liavc not refused Lmnloymem to any 
of the workmen. In view- nl the crirpinal ease ‘-larled against 
the worfers, the Manr.gemeiit issued the notice dated 22-.'’-7.3 
direct'fig them not to enter uPo the Jagnrmathpnr depot 
premises until further orders 1 hi; only cunstruciion that 
can he fiut on this notice is ihit tlic Manu.gcmcnt lefiised 
employment to die workers vilh clfect ft out 22-2-75. I 
have peni.sed the notice, II is mentioned in the notices th;it 
the workers were takin.g pat t in ;m illegal strike which has 
lieen prohibited hy the Goveinnient of India and that they 
had inihilged in violation acts within the depot premises 
foi- which criminal case were started against them It is 
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further mentioned in the notice that they were labourers 
under direct payment system and not a Jepurtmcntulisu labour. 
The notice also contains a direction to the workers not td 
enter into the Jagunnathpiir depot premises until further 
oidcrs. Finally, it is mentioned that the notice is ulway.S 
subject to .sLieli orders which liuvc been passed or which 
might be passed in future willi legard to the workmen by 
the court m connection with the cnmmal case. 1 he purport 
ol Ihe notice could not be anyilmigelse than the refusal of 
cmploymenl. The ne.\l qiiesUon i.s tis to how many work¬ 
men were prohibited to enter into the depot premiBcs by 
the notice dated 22-2-7.3. According to the workmen all 
the 63 pcr.sons were piohibited entry by the issue of notice. 
In the .schedule of reference names of 63 pcrson.s including 
D. Chenia Raddy have been mentioned. Accoiding lo the 
Management however only 34 persons who were involved in 
the criminal ease were issued these notices. Uut of the 
34 persons involved in the G.R, case as mentioned in the 
Judgement of the crimial court (vide. Fxt. 3) only 30 pcr¬ 
.sons i.e. SI. Nos. 1, 2, 3, 4, 6. 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 
13, 14, 16, 17, 18 to 24, 26 to 33 and 34 arc only 
concerned in this reference. I his is evident on the compari¬ 
son of the names given in the annexure of the reference 
and the judgement of G. R. case No. 49/75. This clearly 
makes oitl that out of 63 persons named in the schedule 
of reference only 30 were involved in the crimintil ease and 
were thus prohibited from entering into llie depot premises. 
It appears from the eviTenco of WW-2 that out of them 
Arikhit Sethi and Dhann Behera arc dead. Therefore out 
of 63 persons 30 pei'-sons who were nivolveii in the criminal 
case had been prohibited entry. In I. D. case No. 9/77 
the workmen have filed only 27 notices inchidinp the notices 
received by Aiikbii Sethi and Dhana Behera. The Union, 
icpresenting the workmen has no e.xplanation as to why 
Ihe notices received by the remaining workmen have not 
been filed, A bnid statement is only made that notices 
■similar to the notices issued fo Chenia Reddy alone (vide 
t’.st 2) were issued to 29 persons who -vorc not arrested and 
not involved in the criminal case. It is diificult lo accept 
such a stand. In this connection it may be mentioned 
that in F.xl. 16 in 1. D. ease No. 5/78 it was mentioned 
by the Union that in 3 depots til Jliarsiigtida, Jagannathpur 
mid Dhcnkanal about 75 workers have been suspended during 
Ihe strike period In the schedule ol reference in T. D.' 
ca.se No. 5/78 there are names of 29 persons in respect of 
Dhcnkanal depot. Comparing this list with Fxt. 21 (the 
iudgment of the criminal court) it anfieHi-.s that 19 persons 
were involved in the G, R. case out of whom only IS find 
place in the .schedule of reference. Similarly in respect of 
Jharsugiida depot names of 25 pcrson.s were given in the 
annexure of the schedule of reference and it is staled that 
all the 26 were involved in the criminal cast- nnq were 
convicted. Thus the total number of persons involved in 
the criminal case and concerned in the reference comes to 
Dhcnkanal 19, IharstiKUdti 26 and 30 for ra.aannathput depots. 
This exacllv makes the ligitrc 7.3. f rom the tibove analy.sis 
it is cstablisbeil that only 30 wojkers of Jagann.aibpur depot 
out of them 2 were dead, were prttinbilcd fur entry into 
Ihe depot premises, T. Iheicfore conic to the conclusion that 
only 30 peisops of Jagtinnathpur depot were icftiscj employ¬ 
ment by the Managemet. 

18. Issue No I in T. D case No 3 of 78 : — 

This is covered by the findings in issue Nos. 1 and 4 of 
T. D. case No, 9’77, 

19. Issue No. 2 ol 1. D. case No. 5!78 ;—‘ 

The question for consideration is whether the action of 
the Management m not treating the direct payment, work¬ 
ers of the four depots namely Jagannathpur. lhaisuguda. 
Dhcnkanal and Rcsinga as departmental worker.s is justi¬ 
fied. I have alieady held that the workers of these four 
depot.s have been tieaied as direct n.aymcni workers with 
effect from 17-3-1973 I'hc claim of Ihc workmen is that 
they rhoukl he liL'aicj as departmentalise laltoiners Here 
ng.ain the question arises whether by making such a claim, 
the Union lepicsen'.ing the workmen has hy implication 
raised ;mv question of abolition of conliact labonr system 
I have already found that by virtue of the settlement dated 
r6-,3-1973 and the ciicular issued by the Managerr'Snl on 
28-4-1973 the cuntiact labour sysjem has been done away 
wtTh and direct pavment system has been invoked It has 
no doubt been submitted on behalf of the Manugemeht 
that the introduction of the direct payment system has not 
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bocn implemenled and that the contractors have merely 
been siibsiituted by the representatives of the Union, 1 
have rejected this plen. 

20. In support of their claim of being tieutod as de- 
paitmentnlised labourers the workmen have relied on the 
rr.'inules dates 11 t'l 12th March, 1974 (Ext. 3 in I. D. case 
No. 5!7ii), It appears that the parties agreed to accept 
the figures regarding turn over given by the Regional 
Mimaapr for the purpose of fixing the strength of workers. 
Shri Jena and Shri Ghosh (the representatives of both the 
parties) indicated that they would check up the asscs,sed 
strength further and they also requested that the General 
Manager should get specific item checked up, ft was 
agreed that if further check and further departmentalisation 
if necessary will be done within a period of one mouth. 
In respect of Jharsuguda depot it was agreed that the fol¬ 
lowing categories of workers should be departmentali¬ 
sed -— 


Handling Workers (jD 

Ancillary workers 5 

Sardar fi 

Mandal 6 


In respect of Dhenkanol it was decided that subject to 
further checking the following number of workers should 


be departmentalised ; — 

Handling 46 

Ancillary workers 5 

Sardar 4 

Mandal 4 


Similarly with rcgaili to Kcsiitga it was agreed subject 
to further cheek up, the following number of workers 
should be departmentalised :— 


Handling workers .37 

Ancillary workers .S 

Sardar 3 

Mandal 3 


In respect of Jagannathpur it was agreed subject to flic 
approval of the Zonal Manager, the following categories of 
Workers shouki be departmentalised 


Handling workers 50 

Ancillary workmen 5 

Sardar 4 

Mandal 4 


Finally, it was agreed that all the workmen who have 
been working undei direct payment systcrr.i and who have 
not accepted their pay from 1st. November 1973 would 
be paid at the rate prevalent in October, 1973 from Novem¬ 
ber till February, 1974. The persons who would bo depart¬ 
mentalised untimately would be paid the differential edhoc 
rates and the amounts so icvceied immediately after tho 
departmentalisation work is completed, or the first week 
of April, 1974. The effect of departmentalisation in re.s- 
pect of the four depots will be given fion? 1-11-1973. ft 
does riot appear if any follow up action was taken on 
the minutes of the meeting. The Union, representing the 
woikn^_n also docs not appear to have raised any grievance 
about the non-implcmenlation of the decisions taken in the 
meeting. No attempt also appears to have made in record 
ing the above decision in form of a settlement. As indi¬ 
cated earlier, the departmentalisation was to be effected 
subject to the figures being checked up. No evidence is 
forthcoming as to whether there was anv .such check tip. 
Reliance has also placed on Ext. 5 to which n copy of the 
minutes of discussion held on 24-4-1974 is enclosed in sup¬ 
port of the case of deparint'cntnlisation. T however do not 


find anything in the minutes to suggest any action taken 
for departmentalisation. Thus we do not have before us 
any final decision with regard to the depaifmenlalisation of 
the direct payment labourers. In other words there is no 
valid settlement between the partjos with jegard to the 
departmentalisation so as to make it binding on the 
Management. It is no doubt true that in some other 
depots of Orissa deparimetalisntion has been given effect 
to. But that fact alone would not entitle tho workers of 
these four depots to be trcalcd iis departmentalise labourers. 
No satisfactory evidence has been adduced to make a com¬ 
parison 01 the work load and the turn-over of the depots 
where the workers have been departn'scntaliscd and that 
of the four depots in respect of which departmentalisation 
of labourers is claimed, In the above view of the matter 
the claim of the workmen that the workers 'of the four 
depot.s should be treated a^ departmentalised labourers cun 
not be accepted, 


21- Issue No. 3 of I. D, case No. 5 of J97R ■— 

It is the case ol the workmen that the Management In 
retaliation to the strike started false and fievolous case 
against many of the striking labourers and without any 
letter in most of the cases and by hanging notice on tho 
gate of the olliee, ordered their suspension and such ordei 
of suspension was not followed by any chnrgeshcet theie- 
after or till date. It is further stated that the suspension 
in case of specified 29 labourers of Dhenkanul and 26 of 
Jharsuguda ns mentioned in the order of reference continues 
even today. It is further stated that 24 worknsen of Dhen- 
kanal depot were suspended on IS 2-1975 and 5 on 5-7-1975 
and 26 (he concerned workmen of Jharsiigudu depot 
were suspended on ond from 10-3-1975. In this conncC’ 
tion it is also stated that excepting the five hibourer.s of 
'Dhenkanal d,e|xvt who were rsuspended with effect from 
5-7-1975 and 5 other concerned workmen, the rest of the 
workmen were implicated in the criminal case at the instance 
of the local Management. Tliere wtis no particular reason 
for suspension of Jogi Rout, M, Sahu, K, M, Siihu. B. Rout, 
P Jena. K. Jena, K. C. lena and F. Das on the plea of pen¬ 
dency of the criminal case as was the reason of suspension 
in case of the remaining labourers. Suspension by refusal of 
woik by the Managament is outside the purview of (he term 
of employment, They have claimed 50 percent of tlie wages 
for the first 90 days of suspension and 75 per cent'of 
wages for the period thereafter. According to the Manage¬ 
ment however, persons working in the direct payment 
system were to suspended by (he F.C.I. Only entry of 
Such persons into the depot were prohibited for the leasofis, 
of seciiriiv only. The Management has also denied the 
right of the workers to claim any subsistance allowance. 
The order of suspension It any or Tbr tliat matter the 

notice on the basis of which Ihc workers are said to have 

suspended have not been filed. Tn his evidence W, W. 1 
has stated that somic of the woi'kmcn from amongst the 
workmen named in the refcrlnce were arreseted during the 
period of strike. When they wanted to join after being 
released on bail, they were not allowed to work and they 
were told that theiv case will he considered after the police 

case was over. The persons arrested and suspended weic 

not asked by a written order of the Regional Manager, Dis¬ 
trict Manager and the Depot Superintendert. Some of the 
w-orkmcn named in the reference were not arrested, not 
involved in the police case. Ext, 11 is one of the written 
orders dated 17-8-1975. Ext, 12 is another such order. 
The only suggestion to thi.s witness is thai the Management 
never suspended any workcr.s hut prohibited fheraselve.i 
from entering into the premises ns they were creating dis¬ 
turbances WW 1 has deposcil that they staged dharna 
and then were aiiesfcd and after that (hey were released 
on hall. Tlicv were told thal tlicy have been placed under 
siispenklon and would not be allowed to resume duty until 
the criminal ease is finalised. Even after llie disposal of the 
criminal case they were not allowed to resume their duty. 
The suggestion to him is that the workers were not placed 
tinder suspension. To the simipali' efl’ect the evidence of 
M. W. 3. The Management's witness No I has stated that 
the Mnrfiigcment prohibited (he workers involved in the cri¬ 
minal base to enter into the premises after a.sccrtaining 
their names from the local police. Tn the absence of any 
documents with regard to the suspension of workers nn(3 
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in view of the evidence of the witnesses leferred to above it 
would be reasonable to hold that the persons who wcra 
involved in the cnmirial case were asked not to enter into 
the depoi premises. It does not appear it the Management 
allowed those persons to join in their duties. From htc 
analysis made with regard to the lUimber of wuikers who 
weie refused employment m I. D. case No. 9|77 it may 
be reasonable to tiold that only IB workers of the Dhenka 
nal depot involved in tiie criminal case vide (Ext. 21) were 
prohibited entry. In respect of JharsuguJa depot all the 
26 persons a-s mentioned in the order of reference who were 
involved in the criminal case were sitwilarly prohibited entry 
into the premises. The plea that the Maiiagiwiieiit had sus 
pended them has not been borne out from the record. The 
Management is therefore not liable to pay any subsisfance 
allowance to the workmen. These workmen do not claim 
reinstatement but claim wages for the peiiod from the date 
of suspension till they were allowed to resume in their duties 
It is therefore not appropiiatc to giv^ any such direction to 
the Managein'cnl, The refusal of work to these employees 
oil the ground of misconduct i. e. involvement in the cri 
minal case withoul complying even the basic requiremriit 

i. e. asking them Ui explain and giving them an opportu¬ 
nity of being heard can not be eduhtenaneed, in the law, 

J would therefore hold that this refusal of work have been 
illegal and the workmen mentioned above are entitled_ to 
l)ie wages for the period from the date mentioned against 
them tdl they wore allowed to resume in their duties. 

22. Thiity workirKii excluding the two who arc dead 
covered in 1. D. case No. 9177 who were involved in the 
CJ'iminal case and who had been refused employment do 
not appear to have been given any opportunity to explain 
their conduct anJ they have been ijuddeiily refused employ¬ 
ment. Such an action is against the principle of naUirul 
justice. The refusal of employment in any opinion has not 
been according to law and these workmen are therefore 
entitled to reinstatement in service with full back wages. 

23. To sum up (he worker^ involved in both the proceed¬ 
ings are held to be workmen. The 30 workcis of lagafinath- 
pur depot covered in T. D. case No. 9177 involved in the 
criminal case (two art said to be dead) are entitled to rein- 
statcmeiu with full back wages. The 18 workers of Dhenka- 
nal Depot and 26 persons of Jharsuguda Depot involved in 
the criminal cases arc entitled to wages from the date of the 
refusal of employment till they were taken back to employ¬ 
ment, In detcrn'iining the back wages of the workers of 
Ingannathptiv, Dhenkanal and Jharsuguda, the number of days 
for which work was available in the respective depots and 
the prevailing piece rate shall be taken info consideration. 
The claim of the workers of the four depots lo be treated as 
deparfmenlalised labourers is not acceptable and the action of 
the Management in this regard can not be said to be illegal. 

24. An Award be passed accordingly. 

29-9-87 

R N. PANDA, Presiding Officer. 

[No, L-4201T2.1176-D. 11 (B)] 
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so, 3160.—in pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the awaid of the Central Government In¬ 
dustrial Tribunal. Jfibalpur as shown in the Annexure, in the 
industrial dispute between the employers in relation to the 
management of General Manager, Vehicle factory, Jabalpur 


and their workmen, which was received by the Central Go¬ 
vernment on the 12th October, 1987. 

BEFORE SHRl V. S, YADAV, PRESIDING OFFICER, 

CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL- 
CUM-LABOUR COURT, JABALPUR (M.P,) 

Case No. CGIT[1.C(R) (73) of 1986. 

PARTIES ; 

Employers in relation to the management of the General 
Manager, Vehicle Factory, Jabalpur (M.P.) and 
their workman. Shri Hanumant Rao, CMP Gr. H, 
Vivck Colony, Kanehanpui Road, Adhartal, 
Jabalpur (M.P.) 

APPEARANCES ; 

for workman—Shri T, G. Billore, .Advocate. 

For management—Shii, A. Ji. Chaubo, Advocate. 
industry ; Vehicle Factory DISTRICT ; Jabalpur 

t.M. P.) 

AWARD 

Dated : Ist October, 1987 

The Central Government in the Ministry of Labour vide 
Notification No L-]40l2(25)|85-D. 11(B) dated 14-6-1986 
made the following reference for adjudication ;— 

"Whether the action of the mimagemcul of Vehicle 
Factory, Jabalpm- (M. P.) in removinji Shri 

Hanumant Rao, C^fD Gi. 11, from, service with 
effect irom 18-10-84 (FN) is justified - If not, to 
what relief the workman concerned is entitled and 
front vvhat date ?” 

2. JMler the reference order the workman filed statement 
of claim and requested for time for getting the amendment 
in the reference order made in view of the fact that the 
workman has been reinstated with certain penalty. Time 
was fdlowed. On the same date management also filed their 
statement of claim. Several dates were given to the woik- 
tnan for getting the amendment made by the Ministry in 
the reference order. But on 1-6-1987 Counsel for the work¬ 
man moved an application stating that the Government has 
refused to amend the above Schedule. 

3. The admitted position us emerge out from the pleading 
of the parties is that against the order of removal dated 
18-10-1984 the workman hod filed an appeal to the Chair¬ 
man, Ordnance Factory Board, Calcutta in November, 1984, 
While the said appeal was pending with the Appellate 
Authority the workman moved an application for conciliation 
by the Assistant Laboui- Commissioner. The Assistant Labour 
Commissioner was also informed about the pendency of the 
appeal and the workman was told that it was too early for 
him to approach the said conciliation authority. But the 
Conciliation Officer submitted his report on 4-7-1985 to the 
Ministry, as a result thereof this reference has been made 
In the mean time, the DGOF]Chairman, Ordnance Factory 
Board, Calcutta, had decided the appeal moderating the 
penalty of "removal from sei-vice" to that of reduction 
in, pay to the minimum of the scale for one year,’ '^thout 
cumulative effect, In compliance of the Chairman's order 
the workman has been reinstated in service vide VFJ Factory 
Order, Part II No. 1704, dated 5-5-1986. 

4. A.s already stated the workman had moved for cer¬ 
tain amendment in the reference order 14-6-1986, but the 
Ministry vide No. L-14012/24/85-D. IKB) dated 
12114-5-1987 ha.s refused to make aniedment but mentioned 
that “The workniim may. if he desires, raise a frc.sh dispute 
over the above penalty, which was not the subject matter of 
the dispute vm which the reference has since been made 
after receipt of the I'OC Report." 

5 The matter as referred to this Tribunal for ndjudication 
is whether the nciioti of the managemeni in removing Shri 
Hanumant Rao from service with effect from 18-10-1984 
(F,N ) is iustifiFil and if not to wh.at relief the workman 
■conceiined is entitled Since the workman ha4 already 
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Joined the service this reference order becomes infructuous. 
However, the workman may, if he so desires, raise a fresh 
dispute over the penalty imposed by the manaKcment. Refe¬ 
rence IS unswered accordinj^iy. No order as to costs. 

V. S. VADAV, Fresiding Officer 

[No. L-f4012/24/M5-D. IlfBM 

31T, 3161.—1947 
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S.O. 3161.—^In pursuance of .section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, ly4/ (14 or lyy/J, the Central uovernment 
hereby publishes the tollowmg award of the l.entral Oovern- 
ment IndtlSirial liibiuial, Jabalpur, iii the mcustrial dispute 
between the employers in relation to the mauagement ol 
Central Railway, Jabalpur and their workmen, which was 
received by the Central (Jovernment on the 12-10-87. 

BEFORE SHR] V. b, YADAV, f-RbSlDlNci OFFICER, 
CENTRAL GOVHRNMLNl INDUSIKIAL IRIBUNAD 
CUM-LABOLIR COURl, JABALPUR (M.P.) 

Case No. CG1T/LCXID(79I of 1985 

PARTIES : 

Employers in relation lo the maniigemcnt of Central 
Railway, Jabalpur (M.P.) and Shri Aleem Ahmad, 
S/o Mohd, Sagir Khan, 735/2 Chanian Ganj, Sipri 
Bazar, Jhansi (U.P.) 

APPEARANCES : 

For Workman : Shti P. S. Nair, Advocate. 

For Management: Shri P. D. Pathak, Advocate. 
INDUSTRY : Railways DISTRICT ; Jabalpur (M.P.) 

AWARD 

Jabalpur, (he 5th October, 1987 

By Notification No. L-4l012(49)/63-D.II(B) dated Nil 
(received in Ihe month of .September, 198.’i) the Central 
Government has referred the following di.spule, for acljudi- 
cation 

“Whether the action of the mnnascmciit of Central Rail¬ 
way, Jabalpur (MPl in tcrininaling the services of 
Shri Aleem Ahmad, Telephone Operator with effect 
from 30-4-83 is jtlslified ? If nol, to what lelief the 
workman concerned is entitled ? ' 

2, Facts which ate no longer in dispute are (hat an advei- 
tisement was published in national news paper for the post 
of Telephone Operators and other posts and workman had 
applied for the former. The written tc.st was conducted by 
the Railways Service Commission on 26-4-1981 and the work¬ 
man was called for interview on 23-10-81. After wntleii test 
and interview the wori<m.T,n was selected to the post of 
Telephone Opcraior and was posted to Central Railway in 
Jabalpur Division. He assumed chaigc on 12-6-1982. There¬ 
after the workman worked .n.s Telephone Ope.ratoi from 
12-6-1982 to 30 t 4 1983 and had completed more than 240 
days. His work was .s.itisfactory and lie wa.s appointed on 
the sanctioned post and there was neither any reduction or 
cancellation of post. The services of the applicani were 
terminated by a simple discliurge ordei dalcd 26-4-1983 and 
he was paid one month’s pay in lieu of notice and reliench- 
menl compensation as admissible under Section 25P of the 
J.D. Act. It is further admitted tliat there were ferious cri- 
tbm ID iho national press against the allgged malpractice 


(jy the Railway Service Commission ui I he selection of can- 
odatc,s and it was uecau.se or tUts criticism mat tne services 
oi the workman were terminated. 

3. The case of the workman furihor i.s that the inanagc- 
rncul has not complied wtih ihc provisions ol beclion 25G, 
25H and 25N of tne TD. Act beiore terminating his service, 
tv'cii oiherwi.se, dierc w'as no jusnlication tt>r rcircnchiug 
the petitioner a,s he w'as neithoi junto] niosi nor surpiii.s yet 
alter hi,s termination Naresh ana K, B. Jlia were appointed 
though they were junior to him, J hti.s he has been discrinii- 
nalcd upon cic. 

4. 'Ihe case of the management further is that various 
provisions ot Chapter VA and B weie siiDstituted by Act 
49 of 1984 which came into eilect from 18-.8-84 much after 
the terminaiion ul tiie vvoikman. Therefore these provisions 
ore noi appJicable to the case o) the workman. In any case. 

It was not a case ot retrenchment and thcretore Seisuon 25N 
has no appltcuUon, Vigilcnce Ditcctorale oi Railway Board 
had inve.siigatcd the matter and siilficient evidence on mala 
fides wa.s lound in selection of the applicant, riiereforc on 
these inslnictions of the Bom4 to the Divisions the services 
of the applicant and others were lerminaled after complying 
with the provi.sions of Section 35F of ilie l.D. Act, 

5. The case of the management furlller is that Shri Deepak 
Pradhan has been taken Inick to duty vide D.R.M.’s letter 
dated 11-6-1985 as per in.siruciinns issued by the Chairman 
Railway Recruitment Board fur the leasons they will explain. 
Shri A. K. Giipla was appointed provt.si'inall> us per Court’s 
decision subject to the clearance by the Railvvtiy Hoard (Vigi¬ 
lcnce Directorate). The ease ot .Shri Ramesh Kumar Tiwari 
Was reconsidered on the observation of D.J. Jhansi, but he 
has not been taken back on duty, Shri R. B. Jha has been 
appointed after duly declared as titiahhed by iho Railway 
Service Commission a.s again,si the porceiiitige lived for direct 
recruits on 5-11-82. 

6. ,AI the very outset on behalf of ihc workman, it Hits 
been contended that the Railway Administration is employing 
more than 300 employees, as .such provisions of Section 25G, 
25PI and 25N of the l.D. /\ct are applicable to the work¬ 
man. On the other hand, Ihe stand of the management is 
that these provisions are not applicable in this case, 

7. I have gone through ihese provistoiis and 1 find that 
Section 25N was struck down bj the High Coui't of Madras 
as unconstitutional and the piesent seclion therefore was 
substituted by the Amending .-tct 49 of 1984. Therefore, 
the provisions of Section 25N which came into force in the 
year 1984 will not apply to disch irge of the applicant made 
in the year 1983, Section 25G lay.s down the procedure for 
retrenchment and Section 2511 rclalcs to the re-employment 
of the workman .so relrcnched. P’rom the perusal of Section 
25G it is crystal dear that the ordinary rule is last pci son 
employed is to bo retrenched unless for the reasons to be 
recorded employer retrendics any other workman. The Ictlei’ 
of the Ministry of Railways dated 21st Seplemhcr, 1982 (Lx, 
M/1) and the li.st fEx. M/2) which are in writing dearly go 
to show that the .seiwiccs of the workman were terminated 
because their marks in the interview were found lo have been 
manipulated after enquiry. Thus there is a valid reason in 
writing for di.scharging the present workman. In the circums¬ 
tances the provision of Section 25G are fulfilled and the 
question of applying S'eclion 25H therefore does not arise. In 
any case, management has given the reason in re-cmnloyttiH 
certain of the employees so terminated. About Shri Ramesh 
Kumar Tiwari the management ties staled that though there 
was direction of District Judge. Jhansi, to reconsider his case 
but he has not been taken back on duty. As for Shri Deepak 
Pradhan it is mentioned that he was taken on duty as per 
in.slrucrions issued by the Cbairmaii, Railway Recniifment 
Board and they will give rensoii.s for the same. Unfortunately 
those reasons are not given till now, But in Ihi.s connection, 
it is nertinen* lo note that there was a vigileiice entiuiry to 
decide the primn fade cases. If the Board decided olhcrwisc 
in the case of Deepak Pradh.in, if cannot be said lh.it the 
applicant should also claim rc-employmenf under Section 25H 
of the T, D- Acl, As noinled out the management 
has already assigned reasons for the discharge of Ihe 
workman for iho purposes of Section 25G of the l.D. .■\c1. 
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As sudi, Scctwn 25H caQuol be inviikcU. As iur Shri A. K. 
Lmpia iDc eonienuon ul me niuiiagcmeni, is ilmi he has bcea 
taj^ei) haeK on a cuurt s Ueeisiuu slil'jcci. lo cleaiunec by 
uio Kahway boai'u i,vigihmce UiieciOiaie;, As sueti lue appli¬ 
cant worKiuan caniioi cUiim' benelit oi then rc-employment, 

S, Ne.sl It has been coniendcJ on Lehalt ol the workman 
that his leriniiiaaon was lui ms alleged ruainpuiation lu liis 
marks wnieh ainoLiuis to aiisconilLici wuh suguia anaciicii. 
IheiciOic uic sernces or lue woikui ui couiil iioi iiave been 
ternimaied wiliuiui a proper (luniesuc encpiiry aiici giving 
him au oppoiiunity to cvp'.ain his siaiKt, I am iinaoic to 
agiee occause the aiicgauon agamsi the workman is not that, 
he mmseli did inmiipidaiajii m the maiKs. j he allegation 
against him is that his marts in die uiieiview were muni' 
pnlaled. 

9. In this connection, management has examined Slu’i K. C. 
Ilasiju tivi.w. ij and tiled an AltidiiMi ot tihn P, K. Chtkie, 
Olhee btiiiennicndeiu, Coiindendal becLion and lehed on his 
mark-stieci ttx. ivl/3j. hhri is., C. llasija has staled that he 
was woiking as Uepmy Dircelor oi Vigilance ot Kailways. 
He was dnecicd vide hx. M/1 lu examine Ihe lecoiL.s ol 
these candidates. lie subnn'led his report tllx. M/2) after 
examining the record. The M.irk sheet tt.x. M/i) goes to 
show that the marks of the present woikniun logarding per- 
sonalhy test were manipulaied trom 22 to 32. Thus the total 
marks were raised from 123 to 133. litis is crystal clear from 
perusal of fix, M/3 as well. Ihe slatenient ot Shri F. K. 
Chiktc also poinis out to the same thing. In iiis allidavit 
Shri Alecm Ahmad w'orkman stated nothing material so as 
to rebut this allegation. 

10. The workmun has retied in this rcgaid on the case 
of Vimal Kumar hrivastavu. Vs. Tnlsi Ciiamin Bank, Banda, 
judgment of the Allahabad High Court (.reported in 19bt) 
Lab. J.C. 1112). In that case the allcgalions were that ans¬ 
wer book go to show Ihe riniilniity ot mistake. Therefore 
it was presumed that the CAUminee had adopted unfair means 
and as such it was diiectcd that he should be given nil 
murks in the interview'. In the circunisiancis, the Court held 
that such a stand is not justified without giving him an ,op- 
portunily to explain. Such is not the case in the instant 
case. As 1 have already pointed out the allegation is not 
against the workman but against the Selection Board which 
had taken his interview. Thus there is nothing for the work¬ 
man to explain. His mark-sheet shows the manipulation made 
by the Interview Committee. 

11. Lastly the workman has pointed out that one Mohd. 
Yusuf who was selected at SI. No. 46 of the merit list had 
20 and 21 marks while the pre.sent workman got 22 and 3) 
marks. So without the manipultuion he stood selected. In 
this conneclion. I may point luiL that tlie candidates who 
employee unfair means do not know what will be their 
position in the selection, ihcrefoic they nr their well wishers 
indulge, in rannipnlalion of unfair means though othciwise 
they may have been sclcelcd. Murks of Mohd. Yusuf ure also 
manipulated and therefore his case stands on the same footing 
as that of the workman. 

IJ. For the reasons discussed above, 1 iliid that discharge 
of the applicant from services is jnsiilied and the manage¬ 
ment has complied with the provisions of Section 25F of the 

l.D. Act, Therefore the workman is not entitled to any 
relief, 1, therefore, answer the reference ns under :— 

That the action of the management of Central Railway, 
Jabalpur (MP) in terminating the services of hhri 
Aleem Ahmad, Telephone Operator with effect from 
30-4-83 is justified. He is, therefore, not entitled to 
any relief. No order as to costs. 

V. S. YADAV. Presiding Officer 
INo. L.41012/49/83-D.IVfB)] 
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S.O, 3162.—In pursuance of .section 17 ot the Industrial 
Disputes Acl, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
nereby publishes the following awni'u of the Cenlml Gov¬ 
ernment Industrial TriLiunal, Kanpur as shown in the .\n- 
nexure, in the industrial dispute between the employers in 
relation to the management of Northern Railway and their 
woikmen, which was received by the Central Government, 

BEFORE SHRI ARJAN DEV, PRESIDING OFFICER, 
CF.NTRAL GOVEdNMLNT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL, 
KANPUR 

l.D. Case No, 24 of 1986 
Reference No. L-410l2i2|85D.lHB) dt, 29-1-86 

In the matter of dispute between : 

The Zonal President, Uttar Railway Karamchari Union, 
96/196 Roshan Bajaj Lane, Ganesh Ganj, Lucknow. 

AND 

The Dy. Chief Mech. Engineer, Carriage & Wagon Shop, 
Northern Railway. Alambagh, Lucknow, 

APPEARANCES : 

Shri B. D. Tewari—for the workman. 

Shri B. P. S. Chauhan—for the ManagerrKnt, 


AWARD 

1. The Central Government, Ministry of Labour, vide its 
noiitication no. L-41012/2/83-D.tIf) (B) dated 29-J '86, has 
refened the following dispute lor adjudication to this Tri¬ 
bunal; 


Whether the termination of Shri Kali Dutt Ojha, Kha- 
lasi by Deputy Chief Mech, Enpineer Northern 
Railway, Lucknow, w.e.f. 7-2-76, ts justified? if 
Iasi by Deputy Chief Mech, Engineer, Northern 
from what date ? 

2. Admittedly, Shri Kali Dutta Ojha the workman, was 
appointed a.s temporary Khalasi, on H-2-71 in Cntriage and 
VVegon Workshop, Noiihern Railway, Alambagh. Lucknow, 
and his services were ternunaled under rule 149 of Indian 
Railw-ay Establishment Code Vol. I, hy the competent autho¬ 
rity w.e.f. 7-2-76. 

3. The workman has challenged the order of lus terim- 
naiion muinlv on 2 grounds, Firstly, he has alleged that 
some time in the first week of February 1976, in connection 
with a kuarrel which he had with is Foreman he was sus¬ 
pended. However, the order of suspension was subsequently 
revoked on 6-2-76 and thereafter on 7-2-76 his serviees were 
terminated by way of punishment, Secondly, he has alleged 
that the manugement did not comply with the mandatory pro¬ 
vision of section 2.‘'Ffb) l.D. Act, as he was not paid any re¬ 
trenchment compensation at the time of termination of his 
services, 

4. On the other hand it has been pleaded by the n'.*anage- 
ment that the order of termination is a perfectly legal order. 
S'ncc (he services of the workman were terminated under-rule 
149 of Indian Railway Establishment Code Void, the question 
of payment of vclienchment compensation did not arise at all. 
The management has denied the facts alleged by the workman 
that in connection with some quarrel with the Foreman ho 
was suspended and that suhsequeiitly the order of suspension 
Was revoked. The other p';a raised by the management is 
that the case is baned by time in as much as the Indiistiial 
Dispute has been raised by the workman after about 10 years 
of termination of ins services. 
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5. Ip this case the managenieni has filed the affidavit of 
Shri Maiiji Lai, A.P.O. Carriage, & Waghn Shops, Northern 
Railway, Alambaglr, Lucknow. He was duly cross examined 
by Shri fj, D. Tewari, authorised respresentative for the work¬ 
man. The workman, on the other hand, filed hia own affi¬ 
davit and the affidavits of SjShri Kripa Shanker, a w'orkman 
in C and W Shop. N, RLV, Alamhngh Lucknow, and his 
authorised respreSentative Shri B. D. Tewari. Since none appe¬ 
ared form the side of the management on the date fixed for 
cross examination of the workman’s witnesses, the workman’s 
witnesses went uncross-examined. 

6. In his affidavit the workman has deposed that in con¬ 
nection with a quarrel which he had with his Asstt, Shop 
Sujwrintcndent, he was su.spcndcd by the Asstt. Works Mana¬ 
ger, C and W Shop, Northern Railway, Alambagh, Lucknow, 
on 4-2-76. After two days of the passing of the suspension 
order the said order was taken back from him and destroyed, 
by Shri Kripa Shankar and Shri B. D. Tewari, who have 
also filed affidavits in support of workman's case. There 
is no denial of these facts by Shri Mauji Lai, A.P.O., C&W 
Shop N. Rly., Alambagh, Lucknow, In his affidavit he has 
simply deposed that the services of the workman were ter¬ 
minated in accordance with rule 149 of Indian Railway 
Establishment Code Vol. I. As such I see no rea.son why 
the workman should not be believed on the facts depo.Hod 
to by him and his two witnesses in their affidavits despite 
absence of documentary evidence. 

7. The question is whether the order of termination In 
fact amounts to an order of punishment. It is not dis¬ 
puted that the status of the workman at that time 
was that of a temporary railway servant. Instead of hold¬ 
ing departmental proceedings it was open to the Railway 
Administration to terminate his services by giving him one 
irtjnth’s notice under rule 149 of Indian Railway Establish¬ 
ment Code Vol, L Therefore, in the first ground of attack 
1 do not find any force. 

8. The second point which needs consideration is whether 
or not the workman should have been paid retrenchment 
compensation under section 2.‘^F(b) I.D. Act. Whereas ac¬ 
cording to the authorised representative of the workman 
compliance of section 25E(b') was mandatory, according to 
Shri B. P. S. Chauhan, learned counsel for the management, 
it was not necessary. After hearing the two side.s and con¬ 
sidering the legal position, I am of the view, that the work¬ 
man was entitled to relreiichment compensation at the tinw 
of termination of his .sert'ices under Sec. 25F(b) I.D. Act. 

9. In support of my view, I would like to refer to a few 
rulings they are (1) L, Robert De’Souza Vs. Executive 
Engineer, Southern Railway, 1982 Lab, IC page 811 (Sup¬ 
reme Court), (2) Santosh Gupta Vs. Stale Dank of Patiala 
1980 Lab, IC page 687 (S.C.), and (3) Sri Soniy Kumar 
Chatterjee Vs. District Signal lelecommunication Engineer 
and others 1970 Lab, page 629 (Patna High Court). 

10. The first ruling refers to a railway workman '"'ho had 
acquired the status of a temporary railway servant. His 
services were terminated without compliance of provisions 
of Sec. 25F. 'Lwo of the several questions which arose in 
the case weie whether the termination amounted to retrench¬ 
ment and further whether the order of termination was 
illegal due to non compliance of the provisions of section 
25F I.D. Act. It was held that if termination of service of 
workman is brought about for any reason what so ever, it 
would be retrenchment except if the case falls within any 
of the excepted categories mentioned in section 2(00) I.D. 
Act. It was further held that since the services of the wwk- 
man had been terminated without notice and without pay¬ 
ment of compcn.sation, termination of services being retrench¬ 
ment, it would be void ab-iiiitio for failure to comply with 
section 25F 1, D, Act, 

11- In the second ruling it was held that the expression 
"terrainalion of services for any reason whal-so-ever” in 
section 2(00) I.D, Act refers to every kind of lermination 
of services except those not expressly included in setcion 25F 
I.D. Act, 


12. It is not disputed in this case that no retrenchment 
compensation was paid by Railway Administration to tbe 
workman at the lime of termination of his services. So in 
view of the law referred to above the order of termination 
of ih^ workman in the present case by Railway Administra¬ 
tion is held as void-ab-initio, 

13. It has bi;gn argued by the learned counsel for the 
management Shn B. P, S. Chauhan, that even if the order 
or termination is held as void, the workman is entitled to 
no relief as the case is barred by time. He has not filed 
any riding in support of bis contention. In the I.D. Act 
no limitation is provided for raising an industrial dispute. 
Hence, 1 do not find any substance in the contention flf Shri 
Chauhan. 

14. In view of what has been found above, it is held that 
the termination of Shri K/ili Dutt Ojha, Khalasi, by Dy. 
Chief Mecli. Engineer, Northern Railway, Lucknow, w.e.f. 
7-2-76, is illegal and void. Cqiiseqtiently, the workman is 
entitled to he reinstated in service. 

15. The ne.M question which arise is whether or not he 
should be paid full back wages. According to ,Shri Chauhan, 
he should not be paid lull liack wages as he has been guilty 
of latches. Had Indnsliiiil Dispute been raised by the 
workman or the union of which he is member soon 
after his termination, the matter would have been decided 
much earLer and in the event of his reinstatement the Rail- 
wav Administration would have availed of his services. In 
this case the workman has given no evidence explaining the 
delay in raising ot industrial di.spuie. From the side of the 
workman his authorised representative Sri B, D, Tevvari, has 
half heartedly urged that the workman should be paid full 
back wages. 

16. Ordinniily the woi kman who is reiiisiatsd in service 
on the basis of the findings that his termination was illegal 
is entitled to full back wage.v. But the circumstances may 
appear which mnv disentitle him ful] back wages. In Lokku 
Zacharaiah Versus Union of India and others 1986 Lb IC 1203 
(Karn.ilaka), the workman was found having filed the writ 
petition after about 12 years. He was dismissed on 9-1-67, 
and h.'s reprc.scn(alion ill. 28-9-78, to the President of India, 
was 'elected on 12-3-79. He then applied to the Director 
General Survey of India in which he was employed for re¬ 
consideration of the order of termination by moans of re¬ 
view petition. His review petition was partly allowed and 
the order of dismissal was converted into one of conipul-' 
sory retirement and he was allowed pen.sion and gratnitv 
fo some degree. It was (igainst the said order that he filed 
l*ie writ petition before the Hon’blc High Court of Karna¬ 
taka. The Hon’blc High Court allowed, the writ petition 
set-aside the order of dismissal from service, but disallowed 
him arrears of salary prior to 1-12-80, with the observation 
that in the interest of ju.stice the petition should not be dis¬ 
missed in its cntirily on the ground of delay and latches and 
iliat the ends of justice would be met by restricting the conse¬ 
quential benefits arising out of the setting aside of the dismissal 
order for a period of 3 years prior to the date of present¬ 
ation of the writ petition. 

17. Similarly in an other case the Hoii’ble High Court 

of Bombay at Nagpur awarded to the v/orkirxin only 50% 
of his back wages. The case in which it was so ordcicd is 

M'SR'IC Versus R. D. Teplewar 1987, Lab. I.C. page 787. 

It was observed as follows by his Lordship; 

However, ns regards the question of back wages the 
submission on behalf of the petition, is that in view 
of the innrdinaie delay in prcicjiing the revriion, 
file responflent-conductor should he deprived of the 
whole of bis hack wages in the imUinf case. In 
luv viowv depriving the respondent of the whole 
back wai.es would be iinju.st and disproportionate. 
However, in the fact.s and cii'ciimstanccs of this case 
and looking particularly to the delay in filing the 

revision for which the responsibility to a certain 

extent can be fastened Upon the respondent con¬ 
ductor, 1 fed that the respondent conductor should 
be granted only 50 per cent of his back wages in 
the ins'ant case, The lelief as legaids back wages 
granted by fhc Industrial Court shall, therefore, 
stand modified to that extent. 
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18. In view of these two rulings looking to the delay and 
latches on the part of the workman I allow him 33 per cent 
of back wagc.s with effect from the date of termination of 
his services i.e. 7-2-76. 

19. In the result while holding that the termination of 
Shri Kali Dutt Ojha. Khnlasi, by Dy. Chief Mech, Engineer, 
C&W Shop, Northern Railway, Alamhagh l.ucknpw, w,e.f. 
7-2-76 is illcgLil and void, ihc woikrnan is held entitled not 
only to his reinstatement in scivico but also to 33 per cent 
of his back wages w.e f. date of termination of hrs services. 
It is, however, made clcay that he shall be put hack where 
he left of and his new salary would be what he would draw 


if he were to be appointed in the same post today denovo. 
Further he will not be allowed to claim any advantages in 
the matter of ^eniiV'ily or other priority interse among tem- 
por.ary employees on the grhund that his retrenchment hn> 
been held invalid by this Tribunal, 

20. ,\ward is made accordingly. 

Let six copies of this award be sent to the Governrauit for 
its publication. 

AEJAN dev, Presiding Ofllccr 
[No. L-4]012/2/85-D.n(B)] 
HARf SINGH, Desk Officer 
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